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EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON. 
ESTABLISHED 1844, 


BONUS, 1889. 


Valuation made on very stringent basis. 

Bonus declared equivalent on the average to an addition of £2 12s. per 
cent. per annum on the sum assured, or £2 4s. on sum assured and 
previous bonuses. 
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Whole World Policies gr: granted free of charge in most cases. 
Lapsed Policies Revived on very easy terms, 
Reversions Purchased. 
Full information will be given on application to 
G. W. BERRIDGE, eerste ard ee 


THE ANGLO- ARGENTINE BANK, LIMITED. 








AUTHORIZED CAPITAL, £ 1,000,000. 
SUBSCRIBED, £500,000. PAID-UP, £250,000. 


With power to increase. 


HEAD OFFICE: 15, NICHOLAS LANE, LONDON, EC. 


Bankers—Messrs. MARTIN & OO. 
Offices at Buenos Ayres- 486, PIEDAD. 





Deposits received at the London Office for fixed periods, at rates of interest 


to be ascertained on application. 
The preeent rates are 44 per cent. for one year, 5 per cent, for two or three 


years. 
Letters of Credit, Bills of Exchange, and Cable Transfers issued. 
Bills payable in the Argentine Republic negotiated, advanced upon, or sent 


tion. 
for collection EDWARD ARTHUR, Manager. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED OVER HALF CENTURY. 





10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





FREE, . 
SIMFLE, 





TOTAL ASSETS, £2,372,277. 
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LONDON, JULY 26, 1890. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Cuancery Recisrrans in vacation will be Mr Carrinetor 
for the first half of the time, and Mr. Crowes for the re nainder. 





Tue new Roxss in Lunacy, 1890, which are dated the Ist of 
July, were issued at the beginning of this week, and are to come 
into operation on the Ist of August. They comprise no fewer than 
146 rules, and cover, with the schedule of forms, 33 pages. We 
indicate the leading alterations elsewhere. 





We recret to hear of the sudden death of Mr. Frank Mrtyz, 
formerly a registrar of the Court of Chancery ard tho Chancery 
Division. He retired in March, 1879, after fifty-ore yeors’ service 
in the legal departments ; the first seventeen of which were passed 
as a Side Clerk in the Court of Excheg\er. 





Tue Covrt or Apreat No. 2 will not sit after this week, and 
Lord Justice Corroy, who requires rest, will begin his vacation at 
once. Lord Justice Lopes will, it is understood, assist in the 
Queen’s Bench Division, and Lord Justice Fry will hear some of 
the actions in Mr. Justice Kexewicu's list. Any matters not this 
week disposed of by this Division will, if necessary, be heard 
before the other Division of the Court of Appeal. 





IN ANOTHER COLUMN we prist an order transferring from Mr. 
Justice Kexewicne to Lord Justice Fry thirty-five actions for the 
purpose only of trial or hearing. It is understood that Lord Jus- 
tice Fry will sit on Monday next in the Appeal Court No. 2 to 
hear the earliest of these cases. Seeing that there will be only 
fourteen days available for the purpose, the number of actions 
transferred appears excessive, but it will be observed that those 
undisposed of will stand retransferred without further order. 





From tue Vacation Notice, which we print elsewhere, it will be 
seen that Mr. Justice Lawnancer will be the Vacation Judge for the 
earlier portion of the Long Vacation. The court of Mr. Justice 
Norra will be again used for the purposes of the Vacation sittings 
in court, and the court of Mr. Justice Srimtove for the purpose of 
hearing summonses adjourned to be heard in chambers by the judge 
in person. This arrangement will prove equally convenient to the 
Vacation Judge himeelf as to those who have to appear before 
him. 





Ws onserve that Mr. Hastte has issued a circular to the mem- 
bers of the Incorporated Law Society in which he gives notice that 
he has been advised that Mr. Greeory, having ceased to 
is diequalified as a candidate for re-election on the council, and 
that all votes given for him will be thrown away. The 
of the Incorporated Law Society has also sent a circular to the 
members in which he refers to that of Mr. Hastie, and says he is 
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desired by the council to state that in their opinion Mr. Grecory, 
who has taken out his certificate, is duly qualified for re-election. 





Tue suppEn transfer to Lord Justice Fry, close to the Long 
Vacation, of so many actions on Mr. Justice Kexewica’s printed 
list, is likely to give rise to great inconvenience. Actions are in- 
cluded in the transfer which it was reasonably supposed could not 
come on before the Long Vacation, and the preparations for trial 
are accordingly in an incomplete state. We believe, also, that there 
are cases in which parties and witnesses, acting on the assumption 
aforesaid, bave left England for their summer holiday, with the 
expectation that they would not be required before October. In 
such cases, considering the shortness of the notice given, it would 
be obviously unjust to treat the parties as in default. 





Ir arrzars probable that the question whether it is ultra vires 
for a limited company to issue shares at a discount will soon be 
brought before the House of Lords. Our readers will remember 
that in Re Almada and Tirito Co. (36 W. R. 593, 38 Ch. D. 415) 
the Court of Appeal decided that such an issue of shares is 
illegal. Prior to that decision it had been held by Mr. 
Justice Cuirrr in several cases that such an issue of shares 
was valid if authorized by the company’s articles of association. 
On Thursday last an action came before Mr. Justice Noxru for 
trial in which the ordinary shareholders of a company sought a 
declaration that an issue of preference shares which had been made 
at a discount was beyond the powers of the company, and that the 
hoiders of the shares so issued were liable to pay up the full 
nominal amount thereof. It was admitted that the case was 
governed by the decision of the Court of Appeal, and judgment 
was accordingly given for the plaintiffs without any argument, but 
it was stated that it was intended by the defendants to carry the 
case as speedily as possible to the House of Lords. It may be 
hoped, therefore, that this important question will before long 
receive the consideration of the highest tribunal. 





Is rae case of Simmons v. Hughes (reported elsewhere), which 
‘was before the Court of Appeal on Wednesday last, the court was 
once again called upon to give a decision upon the question of 

ific description in a bill of sale—a question which, as Lord Jus- 
tice Fry recently said in another case, ‘‘is always reappearing and 
is always embarrassing.” In Simmons v. Hughes the chattels com- 
prised in the bill of sale consisted of a printer’s stock-in-trade, one 
article of which was described in the inventory asa ‘‘ Premier 
plating machine,” the correct name of the article in question being 
‘Premier platen machine.” It was admitted that, in point of 
fact, the words ‘‘ Premier plating machine” described no known 
machine, and Mr. Justice Day held that it was a case of a 
elerical error which would deceive nobody, and that the words used 
‘were a sufficient description to satisfy section 4 of the Act of 1882. 
It was contended on bebalf of the appellant that a description of a 
* platen ” machine as a “ plating ” machine was calculated to lead 


to an electro-plating machine, and not to a printing 

machine at sll. The well-known decisions of the Court of Appeal 
upon the question of specific description were cited in argu- 
ment — namely, Roberts v. Roberts (32 W. R. 605), where 
it was held that chattels referred to as ‘‘ household furniture 
and effects” were not specifically described; Witt v. Banner (36 
W. R. 115), where the description—‘ At 47, Mortimer-street ; 
four hundred and fifty oil — in gilt frames, three hundred 
Gil paintings unframed, fifty water colours in gilt frames, twenty 
water colours unframed, and twenty gilt frames’’—was held not 
to be a compli with section 4 of the Act; and Carpenter v. 
Deen (23 Q B. D. 566) where the words ‘‘twenty-one milch 
cows” were also held not to be such a specific description as to 
the section. Two decisions of Fur, LJ., and Maraew, 

J., sitting as 2 divisional court, were also considered by the 
Court of Appeal: Ovsoper v. Huggins and Jones y. Roberts 
(ante, pp. 96, 254). In the first of thee cases the description 


ing four horses, five cows,” &c., were also held to be a sufficiently 
specific description, on the ground that, in the circumstances of 
that case, the description was as specific as could reasonably be 
expected. Applying the principle upon which all these cases have 
been decided to the case of the misdescription of the machine in 
the Lill of sale in Simmons v. Hughes, the Court of Appeal held 
that, as no business man would be deceived by the mis-spelling, 
and that, if there had been no mis-spelling, there would have been 
such a description as a business man would expect, there was a 
— specific description of the machine to satisfy the 
section. 





Tae pecision of the Court of Appeal in Re an Arbitration 
between Nelson § Sons and Smith & Service (ante, p. 637) calls 
attention to an omission which has been made, intentionally or 
otherwise, in sections 5 and 6 of the Arbitration Act, 1890. 
These provide for the failure of either party to appoint an 
arbitrator, and for the failure of the arbitrators to appoint an 
umpire. Where the reference is to a single arbitrator, and the 
parties do not agree upon one, or where two arbitrators do not 
agree upon an umpire, then, under section 5, an appointment may 
be made by the court. And where the reference is to two 
arbitrators, and one party declines to make any appointment, the 
other party, by section 6, may appoint his arbitrator to act alone. 
But neither section provides for the not unusual form of agree- 
ment under which the reference is to be to three persons, one to 
be appointed by each of the parties, and the third by the two so 
chosen, the decision of the three or of any two of them to be 
final. The point is not by any means a new ore. The above 
sections are almost literal reproductions of sections 12 and 13 of 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, and in Gumm vy. 
Hallett (L. R. 14 Eq. 555) it was decided that they did 
not cover an agreement of the kind just described. This 
seems to be abundantly evident from their terms, and there 
was no doubt about tke matter either in that case or in the recent 
case before the Court of Appeal. But on this occasion it was con- 
tended that some change in the power of the court to appoint an 
arbitrator had been introduced by section 1 of the Arbitration Act, 
1890, under which submissions are to be irrevocable and are to 
have the same effect as if they had been made rules of court. The 
ground for this is not very clear. The fact that a submission has 
been made a rule of court has always facilitated the enforcement of 
the award, and has provided a ena against irregularities in 
the course of the reference ; but there appears to be no authority 
for saying that it has ever been regarded by the courts as giving 
them power to appoint an arbitrator. The only power they have 
had for this purpose has been by force of the statutes above referred 
to. It may be noticed that the form of agreement in question has 
frequently attracted adverce criticism. There is a tendency for each 
of the first two arbitrators to regard himself as an advocate for the 
nominating him, while the third takes the position of umpire. 
Conduct of this kind induced Cotzniver, J., in Templeman and Reed 
(9 Dowl. 962), to declare that such references were in his opinion 
‘* senseless and mischievous, founded on a totally wrong principle, 
expensive in their operation and constantly ending in failure and 
disappointment.” The fact that they have nevertheless held their 
ground may shew that they are not quite so bad as this, but it 
will be well to realize that, in addition to their natural defects, 
they have once more been left without the assistance which the 
Legislature has provided for enforcing the due carrying out of 
arbitration clauses of a more usual kind. 





A RECENT DECISION Sir P. H. Enum, the chairman of the 
County of London Sessions, calls attention to a misapprehension 
which has arisen with regard to the real effect of te judgment of 
the Court for Crown Cases Reserved in Reg. v. Brown (38 W. KR. 
95, 24 Q B. D. 357). The prisoner had been charged with 
attempting to commit an offence upon a fowl, and a doubt had 
atisen whether a fowl was an animal within 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, 
s. 61. This was in consequence of the decision in the unreported 
case of Rey. v. Dodds, and the result shews that unreported cases 
are best left alone. When the decision came to be examined, it 
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in 6 room in a private house, was held to be sufficient ; 
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upon the ground that the offence was one which from its nature 
could not have been completed. In the latter case it would be 
governed by the authority of Reg. v. Collins (12 W. R. 886, L. & C. 
471), where it was held that in law there can only be an attempt to 
commit an act when there is such a beginning es, if uninterrupted, 
would end in the completion of the act. But, supposing this to have 
been the real ground in Reg. v. Dodds, then, inasmuch as, in 
Reg. v. Brown the court considered that the offence could 
in fact have been committed, it became irrelevant, and there 
was no reason to notice further the decision in Reg. v. 
Collins. Nevertheless, Cotenrmpezr, CJ., who delivered the 
only judgment, expressed an opinion upon it, and, according to 
the reports referred to above, he stated that the judges were agreed 
that it ought no longer to be considered as law. Another report, 
however (61 L. T. Rep. N. 8. 595), represents him as saying: 
‘* Now that is a decision with which we all sgree.” In point of 
fact, we believe, the judgment was somewhat informal, and it was 
not very easy to catch what actually was said. Ina the recent case 
at sessions Mr. Grain stated that Lord Corzripee had sanctioned 
the former version, and upon this the chairman acted. How far he 
was justified in so doing seems to be a matter of considerable doubt. 
As we have shewn, it was not necessary for the decision in Reg. v. 
Brown to sayanything about Reg. v. Collins, and hence the opinion 
expressed upon it is a mere obiter dictum. As coming from the 
court in question, it is doubtless entitled to considerable weight, 
but so also are prisoners entitled to be. judged according to 
clear law. Not only, however, does Reg. v. Brown, where there 
was no argument, profess to overrule Reg. v. Collins, a case 
decided after argument by a strong court (Cocxsury, CJ., 
Writs, J., Marri, B., Crompton, J., and Bramwett, B ), but 
no notice was taken of the fact that the matter had already been 
decided in Reg. v. M’Pherson (1 D. & B. 197), also after argu- 
ment, and by a court including Cocxsurn, C.J., Writes, J., and 
Bramwett, B. In the latter case the indictment was for breaking 
into a house and stealing certain goods therein, and the jury 
acquitted the prisoner of the felony, but found him guilty of the 
attempt. It was proved, however, that the goods named were not in 
the house, having been previously stolen by someone elee, and it was 
held accordingly that, as the felony could not have been committed, 
there had been no attempt. Bramwett, B., put the case of a man 
striking, with inteut to murder, at a block of wood which he 
believed to be his deadly enemy. In such a case no conviction of 
an attempt to murder could follow. And Cocxscxy, C J., thought 
there was « clear distinction between attempting to commit a 
felony and intending to do so. It is, of course, somewhat of a 
violation of ordinary language to say that a man who with 
felonious intent puts his hand into a lady’s pocket and finds it 
empty does not attempt to steal, although Mr. Potanp, who 
appeared for the prisoner in Reg. v. Collins, said it was a mere 
voyage of discovery. But when legal terms bave been defined by 
courts of authority after full srgument, it is questionable how far 
the definition thus arrived at can be properly altered by an obifer 
dictum of judges who have heard no argument, and who do not 
seem to have examined the cases. 





Tue pecision of the Court of Appeal in Windhill Local 
Board v. Vint (reported elsewhere), affirming the decision of 
Srratine, J, merely follows the settled rule as to compound- 
ing misdemeanours, and the illegality of a consideration thus 
raised is not cured by the fact that the judge presiding 
at the trial bas approved of the arrangement. The whole 

uestion was thoroughly discuseed in Keir v. Leeman (9 
4. B. 371). The plaintiff in that case had indicted several 
persons for riot and for an assault committed on a constable in the 
discharge of his duty in connection with proceedings on a fi. fa. 
The defendents were third parties who, in consideration that the 
plaintiff would, at their request, not further prosecute, promised 
to pay the balance due on the judgment in the original action. 
The plaintiff, with the assent of the judge, did forbear to prose- 
oute further, aod subsequently brought an action on the promiee; 
but it was held that it was founded on an illegal consideration, and 
was void. It appears, indeed, to have been thought in the 
previous case of Drage v. Jbberson (2 Esp. N. P. C. 643) that a 
consideration for an agroement settling a misdemeanour might be 
good in law, as in the case of a nuisance, on the ground that if 





the nuisance were thereby removed the whole object of the prose- 
cution would be attained. But in Keir v. Leeman Trvpat, 
C.J., pointed out that the court in that decision had overlooked 
the consideration that the defendant, who had infringed the 
public right, was thereby entirely freed from the punishment 
vale Nps cape the law, ead at Ween ao ae 
man might e an agreement in of his own civil rig 

no exception was allowed to the rule forbidding a settlement of 
injuries against the public. ‘We have no doubt that in all 
offences involving damages to the injured party for which he may 
maintain an action, it is competent for him, notwithstanding they 
are also of a public nature, to compromise or settle his private 
damage in any way he may thiok fit; it is said, indeed, that in 
the case of an assault he may also undertake not to prosecute on 
behalf of the public; it may be so, but we are not disposed to 
extend this any farther.” In the present case, which was a 
prosecution by a public authority for obstruction of a highway, 
there was no question of any private right, and the egreement to 
withdraw from the prosecution in consideration of the defendants 
undertaking to remove the obstruction was purely a compounding 
of an injury to the public. Consequently, unless the Court of 
Appeal No. 2 were disposed to review a common law decision of 
great authority, and this was hardly to be expected, there was no 
choice but to hold it illegal. At the same time, the rule appears 
to be unnecessarily strict, and in cases of this kind it might be 
well if an express power to sanction such compromises were to 
be conferred on the judges. 





In tHe case of Roberts v. Woodward (ante, p. 640) the Divisional 
Court. (Poxttock, B., and A. L. Surrn, J.) appear to have put a some- 
what narrow construction upon the power of inspectors under Part 
Il. of the Weights and Measures Act, 1889, relating to the sale 
of coals. Under the Metropolitan Acts, 1 & 2 Will. 4, c. Ixxvi., s. 
57, and 1 & 2 Viet. c. ci., s. 3, the penalty for non-delivery of a 
weight ticket is £20, and the penalty for sending short weight is a 
sum not exceeding £5 for each sack found to be deficient. Under 
section 21 of the present statute, which is of general application, 
these are replaced by fines not to exceed in either case £5, and 
they are incurred whenever there has been non-delivery of the 
ticket, or whenever the quantity of coal delivered is less than that 
expressed in the ticket irrespective of any actual fraud or further 
misrepresentation by the seller. It is different, however, when a 
fine is inflicted through the intervention of an inspector under 
section 29. By sub-section (1) he is empowered to weigh any coals 
which are found in a place where they are kept for sale, or which 
are in course of delivery to a purchaser, and sub-section (2) pro- 
vides for the imposition by a court of summary jurisdiction of a 
fine not exceeding £5 if the weight is less than “‘ that represented 
by the seller.” In the case in question the coal merchant had the 
coals done up in sacks which were supposed to contain 1 ewt. each, 
and he cent out five of these to a customer who had ordered 5 ewt. 
Upon being weighed by an inspector, four of the sacks were found 
deficient in weight, and proceedings were taken under the above 
section, but the court held that no mi tation had been 
made by the seller, that is, the coal merchant, and that it did not 
apply. It must be assumed that no ticket had been delivered, so 
that the seller would in any case have been liable under section 21, 
but the language used in section 29 appears to fetter considerably 
the control exercised by inspectors. 





Tue “wore” of gravity which usually characterizes the tone of 
all tho proceedings in Court of Appeal No. 2 was for a moment 
utterly changed on Wednesday last. During the ing of a case 
in which the trustees of the Amalgamated Sailors’ and " 
Trades Union were the appellants and the secretary and other 
officers of a branch of the same trade union were the 
counsel for the appellants had that the ts 
refused to render accounts to the office of the subscriptions 
from seamen received from time to time by the loos] branch; and 
counsel for the respondents, interrupting, had repelled this 
suggestion by saying that the respondents 
account provided that the a 
scriptions received at the 
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gallery gently, but nevertheless quite audibly, interjected ‘‘ hear, 
.” The respondents’ counsel, not having quite caught what 
was said, and believing that the voice had come from the bench, 
responded by the query, “I beg your lordships’ pardon?” Sol- 
cuntur risu tabule. 








A NEW TERROR TO EXECUTORS. 


Ste Ausert Roxi1’s Bavkruptcy Bill contains, even in its amended 

form, many objectionable provisions, but we think none more 

strange than the three lines which originally constituted the whole 

- eub-clause 3 of clause 23 (originally clause 20), which provide 
at 

“*On an order of administration being made under the same section 
[t.e., section 125 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883], the bankruptcy of the 
deceazed debtor shall be deemed to have relation back to, and to com- 
mence at, the time of his death.”’ 

That is to say, in place of the bankruptcy of the deceased debtor 
commencing, as at present, from the date of the administration 
order, it is to be carried back—months or years it may be—to the 
death of the debtor. Some apprehension of the consequences of 
this strange provision appears to have been entertained in the 
House of Commons, for a clause was subsequently added providing 
that such relation shall not affect 

(4) payment by an executor or administrator of the debtor’s 
funeral and testamentary expenses ; or 

(6) any payment so made “for the necessary subsistence and 
maintenance of the debtor’s widow or children” ; or 

(e) ‘any other payment so made bond fide, which the court 
is satisfied has been made in ignorance of the debtor’s in- 
solvency, and without an intention to fraudulently prefer 
any creditor of the debtor.” 

We should like to know whether the persons who are 
responsible for this provision bave considered what will be the 

tion of an executor or administrator in case it becomes 
law. It sppears to us that it must seriously hamper 
personal representatives in dealing with the property of their 
testator 7 intestate, _ must render the title of purchasers of 
property from a personal representative open to question for an 
indefinite period. It would seem that jenantiinn tt the personal 
representative may, in the event of the estate ultimately proving 
to be deficient, be challenged and set aside by the bankruptcy 
officials after the lapse of many years, and even, possibly, after the 
death of the personal representative. How, we would ask, under 
these circumstances, is any personal representative to make a title 
to any property ? 

Again, how is an executor or administrator whose payments and 
acts are lisble to be subsequently disallowed to make the immediate 
payments which must often be made, and to take the immediate 
steps which must often be taken, in the case of a testator or intes- 
tate who has been in business, to prevent a sacrifice of the estate? 
The executor or administrator frequently can know very little at 
first as to whether the estate will ultimately prove to be solvent or 
insolvent. The estate may appear at first to be solvent, but some 
unexpected event may occur rendering it insolvent. If the estate 
should prove to be solvent, the personal representative will be 
blamed by those interested, even if not held legally responsible, for 
omitting to make the payments and take the steps above referred 
to; but, on the other hand, if he does make these payments and take 
these steps he runs the risk of the estate proving insolvent, and of 
his psyments and acts being disallowed by the bankruptcy officials. 
Before the executor can claim immunity for his payments he must 
“ gatisty the court”’ that they were (1) made bond fide; (2) made 
in of the debtor’s insolvency ; and (3) without an intention 
to tly prefer any creditor of the debtor. At present the 
law, rightly or wrongly, allows a creditor to obtain payment, and 
aa executor to pay bim, although the estate be insolvent. If this 
new clause becomes law, this rule will be abrogated, and every 
paymest by the executor, except such funeral and testementary 
expenses and allowances for the deceased’s widow and family as 
the bankruptcy officials may deem proper, will be liable to be 

and disallowed. Here is surely a new terror added 

the office of executor. He csnnot himself place the estate in 

bankruptcy, and he will apparently, in most cases, be driven to 
administer it under the direction of the Chancery Division. 





We need hardly add that the new provision for relation back of 


the bankruptcy is unnecessary for the purpose of enabling the bank- 
ruptey officials to obtain accounts of the estate, for under rule 278, 
after an administration order has been made, it is already the daty 
of the legal personal representative of the deceased debtor to lodge 
with the official receiver an account of his dealings with, 
and administration of, the deceased’s- estate. This provision, 
however, is obviously not considered strong enough by the 
bankruptcy officials, for a further new terror is to be added to 
the office of executor by the application to proceedings under 
section 125 of section 27 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which 
provides for the summoning before the court of any person known 
or suspected to have in his possession any of the estate or effects 
belonging to the debtor, or capable of giving information respect- 
ing the debtor, his dealings or property. The executor or 
administrator has, therefore, in the future the cheerful prospect, 
besides prolonged controversy with the bankruptcy officials as to 
his payments and acts, of having to appear in the witness box 
and submit to examination before the court. If this Bill should 
pass into law in its present state, we hardly think that election on 
the Council of the Incorporated’ Law Society will compensate Sir 
Atsert Rotzrr for the indignation likely to be occasioned by 
the manifold injustice and inconvenience which will arise from 
the legislation he is so gratified to have pushed through the 
House of Commons. 








THE NEW LUNACY RULES. 


Tue new Lunacy Rules which have just been issued appear to 
consist chiefly of a re-arrangement and re-enactment of the rules of 
1883, and some of the practice sections of the Lunacy Regulation 
Act, 1853. The most important are those numbered from 12 to 21, 
which relate to the mode in which applications are to be made 
under the Lunacy Act, 1890. By rule 12 an application for an 
order for inquisition is still to be made by petition, a form for 
which is given in the schedule, and, as under the order of the 4th 
of May, 1827, it is to be signed by the petitioner and attested by 
a solicitor. Applications for a traverse, and for vesting orders as 
regards property of which a lunatic is trustee, are also to be made 
by petition (rule 13); but, by rule 15, all other applications under 
the Lunacy Act, 1890, are, unless the judge in any particular case 
otherwise directs, to be made by summons at chambers before the 
masters in lunacy. By section 108 (1) of that Act it has been 
provided that the jurisdiction of the judge in lunacy may be 
exercised either by the Lord Chancellor for the time being 
intrusted by sign manual with the care of the persons and estates 
of lunatics, acting alone or jointly with any one or more judges 
of the Supreme Court so intrusted, or by auy one or more of such 
judges. In addition to the general provisions of rule 15 as to 
applications under the Lunacy Act, it is also provided by rule 16 
that in all cases where the judge has, under the Lands Clauses 
Acts, the Settled Estates Act, 1877, the Settled Land Acts, 1882 
and 1884, or any other enactment, jurisdiction to make an order on 
petition affecting the property of a lunatic, the application for the 
order is, unless the judge in any particular case otherwise directs, 
to be made by summons; and where a petition is presented with- 
out such direction, no further costs are to be allowed than would 
be allowed on a summons (rule 17). Petitions for an order for 
inquisition and for a traverse, and the evidence in support, are to be 
filed in the master’s office and laid before the judge out of court 
(rule 14), but in all other cases, includiog petitions for vesting 
orders, the masters are to consider the summons or yes and the 
evidence in support (rule 18). They will, un the judge 
dispenses with a certificate, certify the result of the evidence 
and prepare the minutes of the order, and witl then lay 
the summons or petition, with the certificate and minutes, before 
the judge, who may, if he thinks fit, also require the evidence to 
be laid before him. By rule 19 all matters which require to be 
brought before the judge are to be brought before him out of court, 
and he may make an order upon any summons or petition without 
attendance of counsel, solicitors, or parties, or after such attendance. 
The summons or petition may be adjourned into court or may be 
referred back to the masters for inquiry, and any matter once in 
court may be adjourned again for consideration by the judge out of 
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“court. Rule 20 enables the judge and masters respectively to 


direct any person to be served with notice of any application, or to 
dispense with service, and rule 21 continues the present practice 
for the masters to communicate personally with the judge with 
regard to points of novelty or difficulty arising in matters pending 
before them, and also for them to attend the judge at his request 
to give any information or assistance he may require. The general 
effect of these rules is to require all applications in lunacy, other 
than petitions for an inquisition or a traverse, to be made in the 
fist instance before the masters in chambers, while petitions for an 
inquisition or traverse will be simply filed in the masters’ office 
and laid before the judge out of court. Moreover, the judge is at 
liberty to act without the attendance of the parties or their counsel 
or solicitors, and no matters wi!l go into court except such as he 
adjourns there. 

With regard to the icquisition and the proceedings after inqui- 
sition, matters which are regulated by rules 22 to 47, no change of 
importance seems to have been made. The old forms of notice to 
the alleged lunatic, and of demand by him for a jury, are repro- 
duced in the schedule; and by rules 27 and 28 the same inquiries 
after inquisition with regard to the position, property, and main- 
tenance of the lunatic are still to be made, and the result certified 
by the masters. The most important change, though it is a matter 
simply of arrangement, is that sections 80 to 85 of the Lunacy 
Regulation Act, 1853, are here introduced in the form of rules. 
Under these, inquiry may be made as to the property of a lunatic 
out of the jurisdiction; inquiry as to the next of kin and the heir 
may, in suitable cases, be deferred or altogether dispensed with ; or 
a relaxation may be made as to strict proof of pedigree. More- 
over, the masters are to determine who is to attend the proceedings, 
while they may appoint a guardian for an infant next of kin, con- 
solidate proceedings referring to different members of the same 
family, and determine whether parties are to be represented by 
the same or different solicitors. By rule 43, which appears to be 
new, when the masters decide that an application ought not to be 
granted, or that any inquiry was unnecessary, they are to decide 
whether the application or inquiry was proper, and, if so, the costs 
are to be allowed on taxation by virtue of their note; but other- 
wise the judge is to direct how they are to be borne. Rule 47 
might be the better for a few additional stops. It enacts, some- 
what oddly, that ‘the masters may, on being satisfied of a lunatic’s 
death without order open and read any document deposited with 
them purporting” to be of a testamentary nature. This looks as 
though the lunatic’s death was supposed, in ordinary cases, to be 
dependent on the will of the judge, and that his presumption in 
quitting this world without an order was to be punished by vio- 
lating the secrecy of his testamentary dispositions. 

It will be remembered that sections 116 to 130 of the Lunacy 
Act, 1890, relating to management and administration, give 
powers of dealing with the property of other persons than 
lunatics so found by inquisition. These are (1) persons lawfully 
detained as lunatics; (2) every person with regard to whom it is 
proved to the satisfaction of the judge in lunucy that he is, 
through mental infirmity arising from disease or age, incapable of 
managing his affairs ; (3) every person with regard to whom it is 
similarly proved that he is of unsound mind and incapable of 
managing his affairs, and that his property or annual income does 
not exceed £2,000 or £100 respectively ; and Sy heer lunatics. 
The third of these classes was created by the Lunacy Regulation 
Act, 1862, though the limits of value there specified have now been 
doubled, and proceedings with regard to persons included in it were 
regulated by rules 58 to 65 of the rules of 1883. These are now 
replaced by rules 48 to 54, which are made applicable to each of the 
above classes. In general, seven clear days’ notice of an application 
is to be given (rule 48), but where the property is within the 
limits specified above, rule 51 empowers the masters to dispense 
with notice to the owner of any application after the firet. By 
rule 53 the masters may direct notice of the proceedings to be 
given to any of the next of kin or to any other person, end only 
persons so directed to be served with notice are to be at liberty to 
attend on the inquiry. Rule 52 appears to be new, and gives the 
masters power to visit the person whose property they are asked 
to deal with, or to require him to be produced before them. In 
all cases not thus specially provided for, the rules as to lunatics 
80 found by inquisition are to apply to applications relating to the 
property of persons of unsound mind not so found (rule 54). 





One of the most important parts of the Lunacy Act, 1890, so far 
as general practice is concerned, is that comprised in sections 133 
to 143, relating to vesting orders. These now contain the pro- 
visions of the Trustee Act, 1850, and the Trustee Extension Act, 
1852, with regard to the vesting of the estates of lunatic trustees, 
and the appointment of new trustees, but there is no section corre- 
ponding to section 37 of the former of these Acts, prescribing the 
person by whom application is to be made. The omistion is 
filled up by rule 55, which is similar to the section referred to. 
An application for the appointment of new trustees, or which 
relates to trust property, may be made by any perron beneficially 
interested, whether under disability or not, or by a duly appointed 
trustee ; and applications relating to property in mortgege may be 
made by any person beneficially interested in the equity of re- 
demption, or by any person interested in the mortgage-money. 
Rule 56 enacts that the summons (though under rule 13, as we 
have seen, applications for vesting orders are to be made by 
petition) is to be intituled in the matter of the trast or mortgage, 
and in the matter of the Luvacy Act, 1890. And by rule 57 the 
application is to be served on the persons who would te served 
according to the practice of the Chancery Division—that is, in 
general, on all the beneficiaries. 

Rules 58 to 70, relating to orders and certificates, do not contain 
much that is new; rule 61, however, requires the masters to pre- 
pare their certificates as far as possible without attendance of 
solicitors or parties, and rule 70 provides that clerical mistakes in 
orders or errors arising therein from any accidental slip or omission 
may at any time be corrected by the judge or the masters. Rules 
71 to 82 continue the practice with regard to committees of the 
estate and person and regulate the giving of security and the pass- 
ing of accounts. Where balances are retained by the committee the 
interest to be charged against bim is reduced from £5 to £4 per cent., 
(rule 79). Rule 81 deserves coneidereble praise for the manner in 
which it consolidates the provisions of the old rules 85 to 88 of 
1883 as to the passing of accounts on the discharge or death of the 
committee, the supersedeas of the inquisition, or the death of the 
lunatic. 

The remainder of the rules call for little comment. As to 
receivers (83, 84), evidence (85—92), summonses (93—100), the 
chancery visitors (101—106), costs and. taxation (107—114), con- 
struction of and proceedings under orders (115—124), percentage 
and fees (125—137), and copies of documents (138—146), scarcely 
any change has been made, and in general the rules of 1883 are 
reproduced verbatim. With regard to costs, section 107 raises the 
Jimit of the lunatic’s income which entitles to costs on the higher 
scale, and these will now be allowed only when the income ex- 
ceeds £300 a year. By rule 112 costs in lunacy are to be taxed 
by such taxing officer as the Lord Chancellor directs, and where no 
special provision is made the Rules of the Supreme Court as to 
taxation are to apply in lunacy (rule 113). Generally, however, 
the matter is regulated by rule 114, which reproduces the order of 
the 6th of May, 1889. Under rule 125 the percentage payable out 
of the lunatic’s estate is to be at the rate of £4 per cent., with a 
maximum limit of £400. The fees payable on proceedings in 
lunacy are given in rule 126, and are unchanged. In general it 
appears that the old practice will go on for the present, 
with the exception that the matters which will come into 
court will be considerably reduced, and a great many 
of the ordinary proceedings in lunacy will go on without 
the attendance of the parties, or of any person on their behalf. 
We say for the present, because there is some reason to believe 
that theee rules are only intended to be temporary. It should be 
noticed that, under section 338 (7) of the Lumacy Act, 1890, the 
rules do not come into operation until the expiration of one month 
after they have been ‘‘ made and issued.” 








The following story (probably an fovention) is current. An pee wf 
was made of a learned judge how he got on with a certain j 
colleague, and his reply was, ‘‘ Oh, very well, since he recovered from his 
recent attack of insomnia.” 


The order for the second reading of the Public Trustee Bill in the House 
of Commons was discharged on the motion of the Attorney-General on the 
17th inet. The Attorney-General said that he to refer this Bill 
and the Trust Com Bill of the hon. avd learned gentleman opposite 
to a Select Committee at the earliest possible period next cession. 
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REVIEWS. 
KEY AND ELPHINSTONE’S CONVEYANCING, 


Kry AND ELPHINSTONE’S COMPENDIUM OF PRECEDENTS IN CONVEY- 
ancinc. Tuirp Epirion. By THomas KEY, assisted by C. HER- 
BERT BROWN and ALFRED HULL Dennis, Barristers-at-Law. Two 
Vols. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


[FIRST NOTICE. ] 


It has sometimes been said that, although Key and Elphinstone, 
with its wealth of alternative forms and neatness and conciseness o: 
ion, is an admirable precedent-book for the experienced prac- 
titioner, it is not a work which can be put into the hands of a clerk 
to ae ata from it even a simple draft. There was some truth in this, 
— we do not think that a clerk of average capacity wonld have 
found much difficulty in clothing the skeleton forms of simple drafts in 
the last edition. But in the present edition the objection bas been to 
a considerable extent removed. Full forms of some of the simpler and 
most frequently-used instruments are now given. For instance, in 
place of the form of mortgage in fee of freeholds, which, in the last 
edition occupied somewhere about thirty lines, consisting mainly of 
references to the forms of clauses grouped and classified in the pre- 
vious pages, there is inserted in the present edition a form which, 
except as regards the covenant to insure and repair, may be copied 
out without reference to other pages of the book. We think that 
this alteration will tend to increase the usefulness of the work, and 
it may be well to consider whether it might not with advantage be 
carried somewhat further in a future edition: for instance, a full form 
of the usual simple will, disposing of real and personal estate in 
trust for conversion, might, we think, with advantage be given. 
These simple wills have often to be prepared in a hurry, and the 
process of hunting for the clauses might—if we may adopt the 
shortened language of the precedents—cause impper and singr 
observons nevs in genl witht reasble ground for the pedg. 

We are not sure that the increased use of abbreviations, and 
the increased abbreviation of ordinary abbreviations, will be alto- 
gether helpful to the class of persons whose wants we have been 
considering. It is probably absolutely necessary in order to keep 
down the bulk of the book, and no one at all familiar with the 
practice of conveyancing can be puzzled or misled, but learned 
jadges of the Queen’s Bench Division, and articled clerks at the com- 
mencement of their career, might not be able to attach a definite 
meaning to “‘ jt,” or “pt,” or even “‘ ptnp.” 

But these unusual contractions do not occur in the simple forms of 
instrument; and we can hardly imagine a better training for an 
articled clerk just commencing his conveyancing career than to study 
these simple forms given in full, with the explanatory notes. If he 
does not get from them a clear notion of the meaning of, and reasons 
for, the different portions of the draft, he must be dense indeed. 

In other matters the interests of the inexperienced practitioner 
have been consulted. An alteration which will tend to prevent 
serious omissions is the printing of the magic words ‘‘ as beneficial 
»” “as trastee,” &c., in heavy type; and the use of variations 

brackets in the text has been considerably diminished. 

Another change in the direction of rendering the work more useful 
to students has been introduced which we hope to see still further 
developed in future editions. To several of the heads a preliminary 
note has been prefixed, summing up in concise Prcancncnd the prin- 

general points bearing on the class of instruments included in 
head. These notes, we may add, are not merely of value to the 
student, but place before the practitioner in a condensed form some- 
thing like a complete treatise or digest—see particularly the note on 
bills of sale in the second volume, which is an admirable example of 
o—— of arrangement and marshalling of an enormous mass of 


now to the practitioner, the first thing we have to 
observe upon is the increase in the number of precedents. There 
are not many classes of instruments and of clauses which have 
not been increased; but we thivk that this increase is most ob- 
servable in conditions of sale. The part of the first volume de- 
voted to these has been increased to over ninety pages, There is 
no branch of conveyancing in which there is more constant growth 
and change than in conditions of sale, and we venture to think that 
collection, brought down to the “tips” of the latest 
date, is not to be found than that in the present edition. One part 
of the book—collecting together varieties of clauses 
yah g pgp , ey compa Pi iarly well — to con- 
: re e usual arrangement is properly inverted. 
A few — forms of general conditions are first given, and then 
are followed by special conditions arranged under seventeen 
elaborate notes at the foot of each page, giving 

the or @ reference to, cases or statutes, and explainin 
the effect of the conditions in the text, constitute a valuable com- 

mentary and guide to the practitioner. 





THE LAWS OF ENGLAND, 


CoMMENTARIES ON THE LAws OF ENGLAND. By THOMAS Brett, 
LU.B., B.A, Barrister-at-Law. 2 Vols. William Clowes & Sons 
(Limited). 

The object of this book is ‘‘ to give, in as comprehensive a manner 
as is possible within moderate limits, an account of the present law 
of Eagland . . . and to render substantial assistance to the student.” 
The work is divided into thirteen books.—1. Real Property; 2 Per- 
sonal Property; 3. Contracts; 4. Torts; 5. Equity; 6. Practice ; 
7. Evidence; 8. Bankruptcy ; 9. Probate and Administration; 10. 


f | Divorce; 11. Admiralty; 12. LEcclesiastical Law; 13. Criminal 


Law. The design and arrangement are satisfactory, and the book 
is written in good English. Of course, the laws of England, con- 
densed into two moderate-sized volumes, cannot possibly be stated in 
much detail, still, on many subjects, there is given a very fair and 
readable summary, often enlivened by well selected extracts from 
judgments and short statements of recent decisions. The student 
will find it by no means a dry book, and the style and expression are 
so clear that he will not often have to read twice over a passage to 
understand its meaning. What we complain of is the inaccuracies we 
meet with. Of course, considering the wide scope of the subject, a 
considerable number of defects must be expected: the most careful 
writer could not insure an absolutely correct statement of the 
whole laws of England. But, bearing this in mind, we fiad it 
difficult to overlook some of the errors in this book. Some of them, 
indeed, are common in elementary works; such, for instance, as 
in the account of the Statute of Uses, at page 17, the omis- 
sion to mention the provision of the sta‘ute which transfers 
the seisin of the feoffee to uses to the cestui que use. But 
we are sorry to add that there are more serious obscurities 
and errors. On first opening the book we came, in the midst of a 
fairly neat summary of the law relating to leases, on a statement 
(page 121) that ‘‘leases are determined by . . 3. Surrender, 
either express or by operation of law, such as . . . creation of 
new relationship, abandonment.” How is the student to know that 
the ‘‘new relationship”? must be one wholly inconsistent with the 
relation of landlord and tenant, or that the essential point is not 
‘* abandonment” by the tenant but acceptance of possession by the 
landlord? But the succeeding paragraph is truly startling. We are 
told that leases are also determined 

**4, Under a proviso for re-entry, usually inserted in order to avoid troublesome 
Sormalities, 80 as to enable the landlord to re-enter without formal demand in case 
the rent be uopaid for a certain number of days, or in case of a breash of the 
lessee’s covenants.” 
We can only hope that by an error of the press some words have been 
omitted here, But what will happen to a student who solemnly tells 
his examiners that a proviso for re-entry is inserted in a lease ‘‘in 
order to avoid troublesome formalities” ? To take another branch of 
the author’s numerous subjects, we must protest most strongly against 
the statement at page 134 that the usual ultimate trust of a wife’s 
property in a marriage settlement of personalty is ‘‘to her abso- 
lutely, should she survive her husband, but, if not, for her next of 
kio, excluding her husband.” It is the invariable rule to give the wife 
@ power to appoint by will, under the present-day practice, whether 
under coverture or not; under the old practice if she dies in her 
husband's lifetime. The late Mr. J. L. Tatham, one of the most 
eminent conveyancers of the generation now passing away, posi- 
tively refused to draw a settlement omitting the power of appoint- 
ment, and to our knowledge his example has been followed. 
The statement at page 955 that ‘‘the husband's actual, and the wife's 
legal, domicile are prima facie wherever the wife may be resident ”’ 
we hope is a misprint. Bunt we will not pursue further the un- 
welcome task of pointing out errors. We think that the book, with 
careful revision, may be made into one of much value. But we wish 
it were always remembered that works intended for students ought 
to be specially accurate; the practitioner ought to have such a 
knowledge of law as will raise doubts in his mind when he comes 
across @ serious error; a student, on the other hand, believes what 
he finds in a book to be true. 


JURISPRUDENCE, 


ELEMENTS OF LAW CONSIDERED WITH REFERENCE TQ PRINCIPLES 
OF GENERAL JURISPRUDENCE. By Sir Witt1AmM Marksy, 
K.C.1E., D.C.L. Fourrnu Epition. Clarendon Press, Oxford. 


It is an agreeable task to welcome a new edition of this useful 
book. Sir William Markby deals with the principles of juris- 
prudence in such a manner as to make his subject both intelligible 
and interesting. In the earlier and more general chapters perhaps 
the best part is his defence of the old-fashioned principle of utility 
against Herbert Spencer’s principle of equal freedom, the latter, 
amongst other consequences, ing with it the doctrine that there 
can be no private property in land, Inasmuch, however, as it is only 
meant to apply to the human race in a state of ection, Sir 
William Mark 





has little difficulty in demonstrating its hollowness. 
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So far as a legislator has any honest design at all, he must intend to 

secure the greatest balance of happiness. At the same time, as is 

correctly pointed out, even with utility for a guide, legislation is but 

a feeble instrument of happiness, and the value of law is shewn not 

so much by the happiness it secures as by the misery it averts. 

Passing on from these speculations and the more general ideas of 

jurisprudence, the most interesting part of the book to a practical 

lawyer is reached when the author begins to treat of the ordinary 

legal relations associated with property, contract, and tort. The 

chapter on possession is still founded almost entirely on Savigny’s 
exposition, and perhaps at some future time the author will find it 
well to re-write it with regard to recent works on the subject. At 
present he contents himself with simply referring to the speculations 
of Ihering as to the Roman law and the effort to expound the doc- 
trine of the common law which has been made by Sir Frederick 
Pollock and Mr. Wright. The chapter on security, amongst other 
gocd points, contains some strong criticism on the survival of old 
common Jaw notions as to the form and effect of a mortgage and the 
halting manner in which the law has allowed to creditors holding a 
charge or lien a power of sale. ‘‘ As to movable property,” the 
author says, ‘‘the law appears to me to be somewhere about in the 
same state of development as the Roman law at the time of the first 
Punic War” (p. 226). It is unfortunate that the book was published 
before the recent decision of the Court of Appeal in Cochrane v. Moore 
(38 W. BR. 588) that delivery is necessary for a gift of chattels, or 
doubtless some similar criticism would have found its place in the 
chapter on the acquisition of ownership. Here it is pointed out that 
in modern systems the necessity for delivery has generally been 
abandoned. The chapter on prescription includes, of course, the 
subject of Jimitation of actions, and a very clear account is given of 
the manner in which recent Jegislation has turned this into a form of 
prescription. A possessor of land for the statutory pariod does, in 
fact, in ordinary cases acquire the fee, But in allowing this English 
law has forgotten the two requisites of bona fides and justa causa 
upon which the Roman law insisted, and without which it would 
allow length of possession to have no effect. With regard to ease- 
ments and profits a prendre, of course, prescription has been expressly 
recognized, though, as Sir William Markby points out, in'a confused 
and unsatisfactory manner, and he strongly disapproves of the fiction 
of a lost grant by which the judges have tried to eke it out. He 
reminds us of the curious fact that when juries disobeyed the direc- 
tions of the judge and refused to find anything of the kind “ the 
judges had the courage—I ought, perhaps, to say, the effrontery—to 
ret aside the verdict as against the evidence.” Nevertheless, the theory 
still flourishes vigorously, and was warmly approved recently b 

Pollock, B., in the case of Bass v. Gregory. On page 291 will be foun 

some very sensible remarks as to the mode in which the English law 
of prescription might be amended, and applied consistently both to 
ownership and to jura in re aliena. Matter of much interest is con- 
tained also in the chapter on liability for breach of contract, both 
with regard to the definition of contract and to the English doctrine 
of consideration. Altogether the book is an excellent specimen of 
the manner in which the science of jurisprudence may be made in- 
teresting and practical. 


, 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


PROCEEDINGS UNDER SECTION 125 OF THE BANKRUPTCY 
ACT, 1883. 


[We are requested by Messrs. Gwilym & Charles James, of 
Hereford, to print the following memorial which they have addressed 
to the President of the Board of Trade. ] 

THE BANnKRUPTOY AcT, 1883, 
In the County Court of Glamorganshire, holden at Merthyr Tydfil. 
No. 1 of 1890. 
Re HENRY WILLIAMS, deceased. 

We desire respectfully to bring to your notice facts demonstrating 
the hardship which presses upon executors in connection with the 
working of the 125th section of the above Act, and which are well 
illustrated by the case heading this communication. We will 
endeavour to condenee the facts as much as possible, so as to give you 
the least possible trouble. 

Before stating the facts, we think it right to inform you that we 
propose sending this communication to the following gentlemen and 
bodies :—viz., The law officers of the Crown, the Welsh members of 
Parliament, the Incorporated Law Society, the Society of Chartered 
Accountants, the editor of Tux Soticrrors’ JourNAt, and any others 
who we may conceive will be interested in the matters under con- 
sideration. 
i se beg your attention now to the following concise statement of 

acts: — 


licensed victualler (hereinafter called the testator), made a will 

appointing Daniel John Evans, outfitter, and Henry Lewis, 

auctioneer, both of this town, executors, for whom we have through- 

out acted as solicitcrs. 

2. Testator died January 1, 1890. 

3. Both executors proved the will January 27, 1890. 

4. On the following day one creditor for £80 commenced pro- 

ceedings by originating summons in chancery (1890, W., No. 291) to 

have the estate administered under the order of the Chancery Division 

of the High Court. 

5. The executors, notwithstanding these proceedings, sold the 

testator’s leasehold property and his effects by public auction, on 

February 20, 1890, to excellent advantage, executor, Henry 

Lewis, acting as auctioneer without any remuneration from the 

estate ; but, as is customary in this district, receiving an auctioneer’s 

fee from the purchasers, which fact was by himself communicated in 

an affidavit to the judge in the chancery proceedings. 

6. On February 22, 1890, the executors paid off the Merthyr and 

Dowlais Benefit Building Society the amount owing on a mo 

of the testator's leaseholds, which amounted to £2,387 19s. 1d. In 

order to do so, the executors had to and did borrow from, and make 

themselves responsible to, the London and Provincial Bank (Limited) 

for the repayment of £2,100 and interest. 

7. The plaintiff in the chancery action asked for an order under 

om tans: 4 of section 125 for transfer to the Bankruptcy Court 

ere. 

8, Application for transfer was refused, because two months from 

date of grant had not elapsed. 

9, On March 3, 1890, the chancery action was dismissed, with costs, 

on Henry Lewis undertaking to pay to the estate the commission 

which had been paid to him by the purchasers. This he has done. 

10. The executors took the creditors of the testator into their 

fullest confidence from the outset by— 

(a) Calling them to attend a meeting, which was held at 
Merthyr on January 28, 1890, and submitting the facts as 
then known as to the probably insolvent state of the testator’s 


estate. 
(b) Keeping them advised by circular of the chancery and bank- 


raptcy pi ~—_ . a 
The creditors were practically unanimous in directing the executors 
to realize pending the chancery ings, and to resist sach pro- 
ceedin 


1t. The executors were preparing to distribute the estate, and had 
hoped to pay the creditors 10s. at least in the £, _ 

12. The same creditor who had unsuccessfully attempted to get the 
estate administered in chancery, or transferred to bankruptcy, peti- 
tioned the Merthyr County Court for an order for the administration 
of the estate in bankruptcy. 

13. Notwithstanding that the executors had the whole of the other 
creditors at their backs, from whom they (the executors) held written 
requests that they should resist the proceedings, the registrar of the 
county court intimated that he felt that he bad no alternative but to 
make the order, which was accordingly made on the 28th of March, 
1890. 

14. Ever since, there has b aye By pew and none of ee ont 
have had a penny, owing to the ial receiver—acting, as he alleges, 
and, no doubt, ecoording to the facts, under the directions of the 
Board of Trade—declining to pay in full the mtial debts, 
which consist of the amounts set forth ia the first column hereunder, 
the official receiver offering to pay the amounts in the second column, 


that is to say— ‘ a P a 
8. . s 


Ourselves, being the testamentary ex- 
expenses ons soe eos gar ie en OE RO 
Messrs. Harris & Sons, auctioneers and 
valuers’ charges ee | effects for 
probate purposes, an as 
between the executors and the 
purchaser of the testator's effects in 
the Belle Vue ... vee _ see 
Mr, Edward Lumley, builder, for coffin, 
grave, bearers, aud other expenses 
connected with burying the testator 1715 0 
Mr. Thomas Davies, cab proprietor, for 
hire of vehicles for fun ye ie’ ee roe FO 
15. The executors have handed over to the official receiver all 
moneys in their hands other than £39 2s. 9d. due to Messrs. 
in respect of which the executors, having y retained and 
instructed Messrs, Harris, are liable to be sued by the latter, and 
other than two small debts owing to them, in respect of which they 
are advised they have the common law right of retainer. 
with the official 


We have had a somewhat warm 
receiver, as we have felt that it is an insult to respectable professional 

which are 
the Act of 


39 29 .. 215 0 


10 0 0 


made out in the course of business, and 





1. Henry Williams, of the Belle Vuo Hotel, Merthyr Tydfil, 


men and tradespeople to be with over 
Parliament, as we read it, expressly says (sub-section 7 of section 125) 
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are preferential debts, and are to ‘‘be payable in full out of the 
debtor's estate in priority to all other debts.” 

It is excessively galling for respectable worthy people, such as are 
these executors, to be bombarded with huge official envelopes con- 
taining peremptory official notices, and to have to dance attendance on 

official receiver, and not only to give their time and attention for 
nothing, but, furthermore, to have the worry and bother incidental 
1o such a strained position of affairs, which almost attaches to them, 
ally, the position of debtors ; a state of things highly resented 

by all right- minded men. 

We fully submit that it is high time that a remedy should 
be found, or that a department of the State should use more discre- 
tion than to harass people in this uncalled-for manner. In the 
meantime, the creditors who, with one solitary exception, 
desired nothing better than to give the executors a free 
hand, and to have their dividend as early as _ possible, 
are very improperly kept waiting till this small difference between 
the State, the official, and the poor suffering individuals has been set 
at rest. 

In conclusion, we desire to apologize for the unavoidable length of 
these remarks, and to say that we shall request a member of Parlia- 
ment to be good enough to ask some questions on the subject in the 
House of Commons.—We beg to remain, your most obedient ser- 
vants, Gwitym & CHARLES JAMES, 

52 and 53, High- street, Merthyr Tydfil, 
July 22, 1890. Solicitors for the said Executors. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
LonG VACATION, 1890, 
Notice. 


During the vacation until further notice :—All applications which 
may require to be immediately or promptly heard, are to be made to 
the judges who for the time being shall act as vacation judges. 

Mr. Justice Lawrance, one of the vacation judges, will until further 
notice sit in Chancery Court II., Royal Courts of Justice, at 11 am. 
on Wednesday in every week, commencing on Wednesday, 20th 
Augast, for the Polar of hearing such applications of the above 
nature as, according to the practice in the Chancery Division, are 
usually heard in court. 

No case will be placed in the judge’s paper unless leave has been 
previously obtained, or a certificate of counsel that the case requires 
to be immediately or promptly heard, and stating concisely the 
reasons, is left with the papers. 

The necessary papers, relating to every application made to the 
vacation judges (see notice below as to judges’ papers) are to be left 
with the cause clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers 
(Room 136), Royal Courts of Justice, before 1 o’clock on the Monday 
em to the day on which the application is intended to be made. 

the cause clerk is not in attendance they may be left at Room 

136, under cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery 

Vacation Papers, or they may be sent by post, but in cither case eo as 
to be received by the time aforesaid. 

In any case of great urgency, the brief of counsel is to be sent to 
the j by post, or rail, prepaid, accompanied by office copies of 

. the its in paapent of the application, and also by a minute, on 
a separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the order he may 
consider the ne entitled to, and also an envelope, sufficiently 
stamped, capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows: — 
‘Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery 
Registrars Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.” 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the judge will be returned to the regis'rar. 

The chambers of Mr. Justice Stirling will be open on Tuesday, 
Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday in every week, from 10 to 2 o'clock. 
Mr. Justice Lawrance will, until further notice, hear urgent 
summonses which may be adjourned to him, in the Lord Chancellor's 
Court, on Fridsy, August 15th, at 10.30 a.m., and subsequently on 
Wednesday in every week, at 10 am, commencing the 20th of 

A farther time will be appointed for any cases that cannot 
then be convenien i Sot of. 
_ The address of jadge for the time being acting as vacation 
jadge in the Chancery Division can be obtained on application at the 

Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136. 


Jupers’ Parrns. 
The following papers for the vacation judge, are required to be 
with the cause clerk in attendance at the Chancery Registrars’ 
Room 136, on or before the Monday previous to the day 
which the spplication to the judge is intended to be made :— 


| 


iF 


i te CN NL a 











1.—Counsel’s certificate of urgency, or note of special leave granted 
by the judge. 

2.—T wo copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any) and 
any other documents shewing the nature of the application. 

3.—Two copies of notice of motion. 

4—Office copy affidavits in support with exhibits, and also the 
affidavits in answer. 

N.B —Solicitors are requested when the application has been 
disposed of to apply at once to the judge’s clerk in court for the return 
of their papers. 

Notice To Souiocrrors. 
(Chancery Registrars’ Office.) 

The Chancery Registrars’ Office will be open daily. On Tuesday the 
19th of August, and on the same dayin a succeeding week during 
the vacation, the registrar in attendance will see solicitors requiring 
alterations necessary in orders to be acted on by the Paymaster; but 
the order and any necessary papers, and a notification of the amend- 
ment as required by the 27th of the Supreme Court Fund Rules, 1886, 
— to be left at his seat not later than 12 o’clock on the previous 

ay. 

Chandos Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, 

July 21, 1890. 


CHANCERY DIVISION.—ORDER OF TRANSFER. 


ORDER OF CouRT. 
Tuesday, the 22nd day of July, 1890. 


Whereas, the Right Honourable Lord Justice Fry has at my re- 
quest consented to sit and act as an additional judge of the Chancery 
Division of the High Court of Justice, on the 28th July, 1890, and 
thenceforward up tothe close of the present Trinity Sittings; and 
whereas it is expedient that a portion of the causes and matters trans- 
ferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Kekewich for the purpose only 
of hearing or of trial, should be he:rd or tried before such addi- 
tional judge. Now I, the Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, 
Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby 
order that the several causes and matters set forth in the schedule 
hereto, be accordingly transferred from the Honourable Mr. Justice 
Kekewich to the Right Honourable Lord Justice Fry for the pur- 
pose only of hearing or for trial, and be marked in the cause books 
accordingly ; and I do also order that such of the said causes and 
matters as remain undisposed of at the close of such sittings be 
retransferred (without further order) for the purpose aforesaid to the 
Honourable Mr. Justice Kekewich. And this order is to be drawn 
up by the registrar and set up in the several offices of the Chancery 
Division of the High Court of Justice. 


SCHEDULE. 
1889. 


Jagger v Farr 1889 J 207 Oct 31 

In re Faller Smith & Turner and Patents, Designs, &c., Act, ad- 
journed summons Nov 4 

In re Brooks, H Brooks & Co, 1d v Brooks, Rose v Brooks 1888 B 
6,109 Nov ll 

Sutcliffe v Wardle 1889 S 840 Nov 12 

Fletcher v Wood 1889 F 1,014 Nov 15 

Adams v Adams, Adams v Adams 1889 A 818 Nov 16 

Evans v Rees 1889 E 407 Nev 20 

Minera v Henry 1889 M 1,464 Nov 21 

Butler v Salter 1889 B 3,078 Nov 23 

Savage v Tidman 1889 8 2,285 Nov 25 


1890. 
Tidman v Savage 1889 T 1,671 Feb 18 


1889. 
Price v Kiog 1889 P 1,674 Nov 29 
Lakin v Watson 1889 L 405 Dec3 
In re Warner, Warner v Warner 1889 W 2,024 Decd 
Streeter v Halliday 1888 8 5,000 Dec6 
Bown v Hart the yr. 1889 B 725 Dec7 
Herlitz v Lamm 1889 H 1,164 Decl0 oi 
Abdy v Hesketh, Bt 1888 A 687 Dec 12 
Scrutton v Massey 1889 8 1.788 Dec 19 
Richards vy Wasbrough 1887 R 726 Dec 20 
Robertson v Robertson 1889 R 1,530 Dec 23 


1890, 
Lindssy, Gracie & Co. v Northumberland Steamship Freight, &c., 
Association 1888 L 879 Jan4 
Farrerv Gwynne 1889 F 1,224 Jan6 
De Francesco v Barnum 1889 D 1,890 Jan 6 
Smith v Kennedy 1889 8 3840 Jan 8 
Stephens v Hawthorne 1:89 S 2,382 Jan 9 
Evans v Mason 1889 E 206 Jan il 
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Lougber v Hern 1888 L 2,438 Jan 13 
In re Bowden, In re Baxter, In re Greatorex, Andrew v Cooper 1889 

B 1,331 Jan 14 
Macleod v Luce 1888 M 3,668 Jan 14 
Hughes v Bird 1889 H 2,896 Jan 18 
De Francesco v Barnum 1889 D 2,112 Feb4 
Howe vSmithurst 1889 H 1,509 Feb 5 


i889. 
Scheyer v Willett 1889 S a 5 
Oscar, Sutton & Co. v Lepper 1889 8 2,041 March 29 


Hatssvry, C, 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal, 
SIMMONS v. HUGHES—No. 1, 23rd July. 
Brit or Sare—Spszciric Descrrption—Ciericat Error. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Day, J. On the 5th of October, 
1888, a man named Porter executed a bill of sale to the plaintiff. In the 
schedule to the bill was included ‘‘a Premier plating machine, with four 
chases, two sets of rollers, and roller mould,” and the mortgagor was 
described as a printer. The only machine on the premises was a “‘ Premier 
‘ platen’ printing machine (Forknall’s patent),’’ and this machine was 
purchased at an auction by the defendant. The present action was then 
brought for conversion, and the defendant relied on the misdescription as 
rendering the bill of sale bad. Evidence was called to shew that there 
was another machine which was sometimes used in the printing trade, and 
which was known as a plating machine, and to which rollers and chases 
would be applicable. The plaintiff contended that the description was a 
mere clerical error, and the learned judge took this view, and gave judg- 
ment for the plaintiff accordingly. The defendant appealed, and 
submitted that there was no description in fact of the printing machine in 
the bill of sale, and, secondly, that there was no such specific description 
as was required by section 4 of the Bills of Sale Acts. He.relied on Witt 
v. Banner (36 W. R. 115, 20 Q B.D. 117); Carpenter v. Deen (23 Q. B. D. 
566) ; Cooper v. Huggins (ante, p. 96); and Jones v. Roberts (ante, p. 254), 

Tue Oourt (Lord Esner, M.R., and Linpiay and Lopzs, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. _ Lord Esuer, M.R., said that the rule must be 
followed which had been laid down in all the cases, and the court must see 
whether the machine was so described as a person who knew how to spell 
would have described it. If there was a mis-spelling, the court had to see 
whether such a mis-spelling could have deceived any man with an 
ordinary business knowledge of the business in question. If the name of 
this machine had been rightly spelt in the schedule, it must be admitted 
that it would have been rightly described; but would the aca me 
deceive any person who was acquainted with a printer's business? Ooul 
it be seriously contended that any such person could think that it referred 
to an electro-plating machine? It was admitted that there was no such 
thing in existence as a ‘‘ Premier plating machine.”” In his opinion any- 
one knowing the business would see that this was a mere mis-spelling, 
and that it was the platen machine that was intended. Linpuey, La 
eaid that the first question was whether this machine,passed by the bill of 
sale. There was nothing on the premises which answered the description 
of a plating machine; but there was a Premier platen machine. The 
inference was irresistible that that was the machine, inaccurately described 
in theschedule. As to specific description, the instrument must be looked 
at as though it were an inventory. Although there was a mistake in 
spelling, it was plain that it was described as an ordinary business man 
might describe it. Lorzs, L.J , said that it was a clerical error and a 
mere mis-spelling, which could not, in bis opinion, mislead any person of 
ordinary sense and ordinary knowledge of a printer’s business. —Covunsa, 
Winch, Q.0., and Henry Kisch; Bosanquet, Q.0., and Holmes Poulter. 
Sourcrrors, Todd, Dennes, § Lamb ; Harold 8. Simmons. 


HENDERSON v. THE BANK OF AUSTRALASIA—No. 2, 11th July. 


Company—Procrgpines at MertiInc—AMBNDMENT TO PROPOSED RESOLUTION 
—Duvury or OHArRMAN, 


This was an appeal from a decision of Chitty, J. (ante, p. 457). The 
action was brought by a shareholder in the defendant company to set 
aside resolutions ote f and confirmed at meetings held seupestboely on the 
4th of April, 1889, and the 2nd of May, 1889. he bank was constituted 
under a deed of settlement, which provided (clause 18) that no proprietor 
should be considered qualified to vote at any general meeting who should 
hold less than five shares in his own right, or who, not being an original 
proprietor, should have been such holder for less than six months previous 
to such general eee and clause 19 fixed the ratio of votes to shares. 
Clause 29 provided that notice of every general —n and extraordinary 
oe meeting should be given at least twenty-one days before the time 

xed for the holding of the meeting, and that the notice should specify 
the hour and place at which such meeting should be held, and, as to 
extraordinary general meetings, the objects for holding the same. Oa the 
7th of March, 1889, the directors gave notice of an extraordinary general 
meeting to be held on the 4th of April, for the purpose of pa 
resolutions to be then proposed for amending the deed of settlement ia 
certain specified particulars, one of which was to alter the scale of voting, 
by giving to every qualified proprietor one vote for every share he.d by 





him. The resolution actually proposed at the 
“‘That the 18th clause of the deed of settlement be and that 
iustead thereof the follo clause be inserted after the 17th 
clause :—‘ That every pro have one vote for every share held 
by him or her, provided that no proprietor shall be entitled to vote at 
meeting or ballot = sae of wns fe ned ange 9 he or she 
ave been registered as the er of su 
months prior to such general 


man ruled that the plaintiff was not entitled to 

meeting as to the qualification of directors, and asked if any gentleman 
seconded the amendment. It did not appear that any more formal 
amendment was moved by the plaintiff, but it was understood that the 
amendment was to omit the proposed qualification in the case of o 
shareholders. The amendment was seconded, 

man declined to put it, om Oe peek hl Se ee ee 
deed of settlement must, in order to conform with the notice, be accepted 
or rejected in their entirety. The plaintiff did not further insist on his 
amendment being put, but he moved the rejection of the resolution. 
The proposed resolutions were then passed in their original form, and 
were confirmed at a meeting held on the 2nd of May, 1889. At that 
meeting the plaintiff protested, on the ground that the resolutions were 
not covered by the notice convening the meeting of the 4th of April, and 
also on the ground that his amendment was not put to the meeting. 
Chitty, J., held that, whether the resolutions were in conformity with the 
notice or not, the plaintiff had, by his conduct in moving an amendment, 
waived any objection on ; that no formal amendment had 
been moved by the plaintiff and rejected; and that the plaintiff, in not 
giving the chairman an opportunity of reconsidering his refusal to put the 
amendment, and in moving the rejection of the resolution, must be taken 
to have waived any objection which he might have had founded on the 
erroneous ruling of the chairman. 

Tus Courr (OCorron, Fay, and Loprs, L JJ.) reversed the decision. 
Corron, L J., eaid that one objection taken to the resolutions was, that 
the objects of the meeting were not sufficiently notified. Ht was not 
necessary to decide that question, but his lordship was inclined to think 
that the notice did fairly and reasonably express to the shareholders what 
matters were going to be discussed. The second objection was, that when 
the plaintiff Tesined to move an amendment, the chairman refused to 
put it. The question whether a formal amendment was proposed ought 
not to be treated too critically. No doubt the plaintiff's principal object 
was to provide for a particular qualification in the case of the directors, 
but, failing that, he desired to strike out the qualification relating to share- 
holders. That was so understood at the meeting. In oe the 
resolutions must either be accepted or rejected without t the 
chairman was entirely wrong, and the resolutions could not stand. There 
was no waiver on the part of a The fact that the plaintiff 
afterwards moved the rejection of the resol! 


L.J , was of opinion that the chairman, in holding that no amendment 
could be made to any of the shewed a serious disregard for the 
rights of the shareholders, ly having regard to 

mee was held for the purpose of altering the deed of settlement. It 
was said that a locus penitentie ought to have been given to the chairman 
by the plaintiff's insisting again that his amendment sh be put, 
there was no obligation upon a shareholder to impeach the ruling of the 
chairman. Lopszs, L J., said that, when the ra of the 

given after consideration, it would be improper 
it.—Counset, Romer, Q.0., and John Henderson ; Rigby, Q.C., Maclean, Q C., 
aud C. G. Hamilton. Soricrrors, Dawes ¢ Som; Farrer $ Oo. 


THE WINDHILL LOCAL BOARD ». VINT—No. 2, 17th July. 
Sprciric Perrormance or Covanant— Ittreat Consrprratron — Com- 
PROMISE OF ProsgcuTton POR NvISANcR, 

This wes on sane Sano Se of Stirling, J., the question being, 
whether the consideration for a covenant was so that 
formance could not be enforced. The action was brought 
board for the specific ce of a covenant contained in 
dated November 9, 1880, or, in the alternative, for damages for 
of the covenant. The defence was, that the covenant was en 
for an illegal consideration. At the Leeds Summer Assizes in 
defendants were indicted, on the tion of the plaintiffs, 
structing a highway called Gebity-lame, © 
tiffs, and a footpath leading into Gaisby-lane, by digging and excavating 
a stene quenty 6s & quel Gras Sep Sis Wis Var ee jighway. 
defendants pleaded ‘‘ Not guilty.” By a memorandum 
by the solicitors for the plaintiffs and defendants respecti 
initialled by their respective counsel, and dated August 4, 1890, 
agreed (subject to the wal of the court) between the = 
the defendants—(1) th e defendants should, within the 
years from the date of the memorandum, restore Gaisby-lane 
certain points, and make that road at least ten yards in width ; (4) 
on these and some other conditions, the board would concur 


oe nese ee Se 

dictment should lie in the as 
terms on, which terms should also, if required 
embodied in a deed between the board and the defendan and one George 
Vint, and that when the terms were falfilled a verdict of 
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should be consented to by the board. At the trial the court approved of 
the terms contained in the memorandum, and ordered that the indict- 
ment should lie in the office accordingly. The provisions of the memo- 
randum were embodied in the deed of November 9, 1880, which con- 
tained a covenant by the defendants to restore Gaisby-lane within the 
term of seven years to be computed from August 4, 1880, and to make 
the road of the uniform width of ten yards at the least. The seven 
years elapred without the defendants having restored the highway, and 
accordingly this action was commenced to enforce specific performance of 
the covenant. The evidence shewed that the defendants had no real de- 
fence to the prosecution. Stirling, J., held that the covenant was founded 
on an illegal consideration and could not be enforced, and he dismissed 
the action, without costs. He thought there was no ground for suppos- 
ing that it was intended by the agreement of the 4th of August to do 
anything unlawful. He believed the agreement was entered into solely 
in order to avoid the appearance of harsh conduct on the part of the 
board. He had no doubt that the facts were fully stated to the judge, 
and he thought that the judge’s approval was strong evidence of the 
good faith of the parties. But neither the good intentions of the parties 
nor the approval of the judge would avail if the consideration for the 
hop weed was, in fact, illegal. His lordship felt bound, by the principle 
down by Tindal, 0.J., in Keir v. Leeman (9 Q. B. 371, 395) that “ any 
of a misdemeanour, or, indeed, of any public offence, is 
illegal.” On the appeal it was argued that the agreement of August 4 was 
not made to stifle a prosecution, because no personal benefit was obtained 
by the prosecutors, and it really carried out the object of the prosecution. 
Tuz Oovurr (Corron, Fay, and Lorzs, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. 
Corton, L.J., said that he could not accede to the argument that this 
was not an a ent to stifle a prosecution because it did not stipulate 
for any private benefit to the prosecutors. It was further argued that an 
agreement of this nature was not illegal, anlees the intention or effect of 
it was to prevent the object of the law being obtained. It was admitted 
that there was no authority in support of that proposition, but it was 
said that the reason why such agreements were held void was that the 
object of the law might be defeated. His lordship, however, thought that 
the course of the law had been interfered with, because the prosecutors 
bad taken the matter into their own hands. The question was not merely 
whether, in this particular case, any evil to the public would or would 
not result. The agreement prevented the prosecution from being con- 
ducted in the ordinary way. Fay, L.J., was of opinion that the agree- 
ment was to stifle a prosecution. It put an end to the prosecution in a 
manner not in the ordinary course of the law. The law as laid down in 
Keir v. Leeman (6 Q. B. 308) by the Oourt of Queen’s Bench was that 
there could be no valid agreement to compromise an offence of a public 
nature, and that principle was affirmed by the Oourt of Exchequer 
Coamber (9 Q. B. 371). It was said that this principle did not apply 
when the benefit secured by the agreement was a benefit for the a. 4 
but there was no such exception tothe rule. It was also said that the 
ee was valid, if the object of the prosecution was carried into 
by it. But the prosecution had been removed from the cognizance 
of those to whom the administration of justice was intrusted. The 
udge might have shewn his sense of the defendants’ conduct by. inflict- 
a fine or term of imprisonment. The agreement had diverted, if it 
not perverted, the course of justice. Lorzs, LJ., said that, as a 
principle, it was the duty of a prosecutor, when the public were 
to prozecute either to conviction or acquittal, and, as a 
general principle, it was inexpedient to stop the course of the law in a 
— matter.—Oounset, Graham Hastings, QO., R. 8. Wright and 
jlewell ; Fisoher, Q.C., Sir Horace Davey, QO., and Cunningham 
Glen. Boricrrons, W. § J. Flower § Nussey ; Jaques & Co. 


MYERS v. MYERS—No. 2, 23rd July. 


PaurngrsHir—Reat Estare—Devoivtion on Inrestacy or Partnen— 
Convers1on—RE-CONVERSION, 

This was an appeal from a decision of Ohitty, J. (ante, p. 47). The 

uestion was, whether a share of real estate which had formed part of 

assets of a partnership, the business of which had long been 

ued, was, for the purposes of devolution upon the death intestate 


discontin 
‘of one of the partners, to be deemed real or personal estate. The partner- 


ship was entered into in 1873 by two brothers, for carrying on a large 
of builders and contractors, which had formerly been carried on 
by them and their father, and the freehold and leasehold business pre- 
mises of the old partnership were conveyed to the two brothers in equal 
shares, as tenants in common, but those premises were by the articles of 
prtnersbip made of the capital of the firm. In 1877 ths partner- 
sbip business ceased to be carried on, and the plant, &c., was sold, and 
een eee divided between the brothers, but the freehold and 
ld properties were let to tenants, and the old banking account of 
the partners was continued. In 1888 one of the brothers died intestate, 
and the question arose, between his heirs-at-law and his next-of-kin, 
whether his share of the real estate was to devolve as real estate or as 
“ , J, held that in 1877 the real estate had been taken 
the partners as real estate, and that it had so remained ever 
tly, on the death of the intestate his share of the real 

estate devolved on his heir- at-law. 

Tuz Covrr (Corron, Bowgzy, and Fry, L.JJ.) reversed the decision. 
They were of opinion that the true inference to be drawn from the mode 
in which the accounts had been kept, and from all the circumstances of 
the case was, that the real estate had always been treated as personalty, 
and that it so remained at the death of the intestate. Therefore, the 
shaze of the intestate devolved on his death on bis next-of-kin as personal 
eptate.— Counsay, Sir H. Davey, Q.0 , Maclean, QO, and Kenyon Parker ; 


as 


Romer, QO., and Methold; Dunning. Soxicrrors, Olarkson, Greenwell, ¢ 
Wyles ; Rooke § Sons ; Travers Smith § Braithwaite. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
MELLERSH v. BROWN—Kay, J., 19th July. 
Morrcacr — Reversionany Interest 1n Pegrsonatry — CoveNANT FOR 


Payment on A Day Osrtain—Sratvure or Limirations (3 & 4 Wu. 
4, c. 27, s. 42)—Inrerest. 


In this case a mortgage of a reversionary interest in personal estate, 
made in 1875, contained the usual covenant for tag ee of principal, and 
interest at five per cezt. per annum, at a given date, but did not contain 
a covenant for payment of interest after that date, and a question arose as 
to the amount of interest payable by the mortgagor. A payment had 
been made on account of principal shortly after the date of the mortgage, 
but no subsequent payment, whether on account of principal or interest, 
had been made. In an action for foreclosure the chief clerk, by his 
certificate, found that the amount at which the mortgagor was entitled to 
redeem was the principal sum remaining unpaid, and interest at five per 
cent. from the date of the mortgage. The defendant took out this 
summons to vary the certificate; and contended that since there was no 
covenant to pay interest, and the mortgagee could only ask for damages, 
the court could exercise its discretion in pas damages, and should 
be guided by analogy to the Statute of Limitations, and allow only six 
years’ interest. 

Kay, J., said that a jury would no doubt assess the damages at the 
amount of interest on the mortgage debt calculated at five per cent. from 
the date of the mortgage; and that the chief clerk had accordingly 
included that interest in the amount at which the mortgagor could 
redeem. I¢ was said that that was wrong, because a limitation should be 
— by analogy to the Statute of Limitations. No doubt equity 
followed the law by analogy, but there was no obligation to follow, in 
the case of personal estate, an analogy which would apply in the case of 
real estate. The Legislature had, as to real estate, limited six years’ 
interest as the amount recoverable, but had not done the same in the case 
of —- estate, and the result was inevitable, that there was no 
analogy between the two cases. No authority had been produced for the 
contention of the mortgagor, and there was authority against it in the case 
of Smith v. Hili (9 Oh. D. 143, 26 W. R. Dig. 146). The summons must 
be refused, with coste,—CounsgeL, Marten, Q O., and R. Hornell ; Renshaw, 
Q.0., and Manby. Soxicirors, G. E. Philbrick ; Patrick Murrough, for 
R. E. ¢ T. B. Mellersh, Godalming. 


SHEPHE&D v. HIRSCH, PRITCHARD, AND CO.—Ohitty, J., 22nd July. 


R. 8S. C., TX., 6; XVI., 14—Acrion acainst PartnersHip—Service OF 
Rnit—Forsicn PartneR—JURISDICTION. 

In this case the question arose whether, where a partnership between 
an Englishman ana a foreigner residing abroad had not at the commenco- 
ment of an action against the partnership been to the knowledge of the 
plaintiff then dissolved, service of the writ on the partnership could be 
effected under R. 8. C, 1883, ord. 9, r. 6, and ord. 16, r. 14, by service 
at the principal place where the partnership was carrying on business in this 
country. It FL panes that the plaintiff was an English merchant at 
Lagos, and employed the defendant firm as his land agents. The 
firm had originally consisted of two partnerr, Hirsch & Pritchard, and 
the plaintiff, having instituted the above action, served the writ on the 
manager of the firm at the firm’s place of business in London. Pritchard 
was an English subject, and Hirsch had been naturalized as an English 
subject, but had since been naturalized as a French subject. Hirsch 
now moved to set aside the service of the writ, alleging that at the com- 
mencement of the action he was the sole member of the firm, having 
some time previously dissolved partnership with Pritchard, and also that 
he was a French subject resident in France, and, therefore, that, being 
out of the jurisdiction, he could not be served except by leave of a judge 
under order 11. The plaintiff, however, relied on ord. 16, r. 14, alleging 
that, as the partnersbip had been dissolved without his knowledge, he was 
entitled to tue the partnership and serve the writ, under ord. 9, r. 6, 
at the place where the partnership had carried on its business. 

Currry, J., said that, on the evidence as presented to him, he must hold 
that the plaintiff did not know that the bs — eg was dissolved. It 
had been held in Russell v. Cambefort (37 W. R. 701, 23 Q. B. D. 
526) by the Appeal Court that ord. 9, r. 6, did not apply where all the 
partners were foreigners residing out of the jurisdiction In Pudlexfen v. 
Sibson (84 W. R. 534, 16 Q. B. D. 792) it was, however, held that 
where all the partners were foreigners, service on ons of the partners who 
happened to be in the jurisdiction was good service. Pollexfen v. Sibson 
was not overruled by Aussell v. Cambefort. On the facts of the present 
case, although Pritchard was not a party tothe motion, ke was bound io 
decide, after the decision in Pollezfen v. Sibson, that the service effected was 
good service on Pritchard, and therefore good service against Hirsch, 
although he was out of the jurisdiction. He therefore dismissed the 
motion, with costs in any event.—CounszL, Levett ; Romer, Q.C., and 
Ribton. Soxticrrons, Lewis § Lewis; Ralph Raphael. 

[It was subsequently shewn by additional evidence that the plaintiff 
was aware of the dissolution of the partnership, and Ourrry, J., accord- 
ingly acceded to the motion, and gave Hirsch his costs in any event. | 


Re THE ADJUSTABLE HO8SE SHOE SYNDICATZ (LIM.)—North, J., 
19th July. 
OCompany—Winpine-vr Paririon— WitapRawAL—Oosts. 





The question in this case was, what costs should be allowed to a peti- 
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tioner on the withdrawal of a petition for the winding up of a company, 
an arrangement having been come to between the petitioner and the 
company. The petition was presented by a creditor on the 3rd of July, 
and was answered for the 19th of July. On the 5th of July it was served 
on the company, and on the 7th of July it was advertised. On the 8th of 
July a tender was made of the whole amount of the petitioncr’s debt, the 
company’s solicitor at the same time offering to give his mal under- 

to pay the petitioner’s costs of the petition, and to indemnify him 
pe det the costs of any creditors or shareholders who may appear upon 
it, in the event of your not proceeding further with the petition.” On 
the 10th of July the petitioner accepted the tender and the offer, and the 
debt was accordingly paid, and the undertaking of the solicitor was given in 
the terms proposed. On the 19th of July the petition was in the list for 
the day in the ordinary course. Counsel appeared for the petitioner and 
for the company. No one else appeared. When the petition was called 
on, the petitioner’s counsel asked leave to withdraw it, and that the com- 
pany might be ordered to pay the petitioner’s costs of appearance. On 
behalf of the company it was urged, that the petitioner’s appearance was 
unnecessary, and that he was not entitled to any costs incurred since his 
acceptance of the tender. The undertaking indemnified him against the 
costs of any creditor or shareholder who might appear on the hearing of 
the petition. Re Times Life Assurance Co. (L. RB. 9 Eq. 382), Re Imperial 
Guardian Society (L. R. 9 Eq. 447), Re Paper Bottle Co. (40 Oh. D. 52), and 
Re Criterion Gold Mining Co. (41 Oh. D. 146) were referred to. 

Norru, J., held that the petitioner was not entitled to any costs beyond 
those which the company’s solicitor had undertaken to pay. It was 
unreasonable to instruct counsel to appear merely to withdraw the peti- 
tion, and to ask for the costs of appearance. The petitioner was amply 
protected by the undertaking. The petition would be simply dirmissed, 
no order being made as to costs. The company must have appeared in 
their own interest.—Counset, G. Curtis Price; Bueritt, Q.0. 
Pilgrim § Phillips; W. F. Tarn. 


WALKER v. WALKER—Stirling, J., July 18th. 


ArracHmMent—Non-PAYMENT OF Monry—Person ACTING IN FipvucrARY 
Oaractry—‘‘ Posszssion on ControL.’’—Desrors Act, 1869, s. 4, suB- 
SECTION 3. 


This was a motion for leave to issue a writ of attachment to commit 
certain trustees for non-payment of certain sums which they had been 
ordered to pay by the judgment in an action which had been brought 
against them as executors and trustees of a will. It was then held t 
they were liable to make good the value of certain bonds which had been 
improperly sold by them—i.¢., the value of these bonds at the date of the 
judgment. This was admittedly a larger sum than they had actually 
received upon the salo of the bonds; and consequently the difference 
between the two amounts never came into the hands of the trustees. 

Sriatine, J., held that this case was absolutely undistinguishable from 
the decision in Cronin v. Twinbarrow (32 Soricrrors’ Journat, 44, W. N., 
1887, p. 291), that a writ of attachment cannot issue where the money 
has never actually been in the possession or control of the person in a 
fiduciary capacity.—Counszi, Farwell; A. a’ Beckett Terrell. Soxtcrrors, 
Learoyd, James, § Mellor, for Learoyd, Huddersfield; Puterson, Snow, 
Blozam, § Kinder, for Dibb & Co, Leeds. 


VELLACOTT v. THOMPSON—Stirling, J., 19th July. 


Practice—P.ieapincs—Deravutt or APPEARANCE—AMENDMENT OF STATE- 
MENT OF CLrAim—MorTIon For JuDGMENT—IIMB. 


The writ in this action, claiming the sum of £400‘and interest thereon, 
with a claim for a personal judgment and for an account for principal, 
interest, and costs on a mortgage dated the 5th of April, 1882, and made 
between the defendant of the one part, and H. Vellacott and W. L. Vella- 
cott of the other part, of which mortgage debt and property thereby 
secured the plaintiff was assignee, and for foreclosure and sale, was 
issued on the 3rd of February, 1890, in the Cardiff District Registry. The 
statement of claim was filed on the 12th of May, 1890. On the 12th of 
July the action came on in the High Oourt, before Stirling, J., for 
hearing upon motion for judgment in default of appearance. It ap 
that the statement of claim did not allege in terms that notice of the 
transfer of mortgage had been given tothe defendant, and the motion 
was ordered to stand over, with liberty to amend. The amended state- 
ment of claim was filed in the district registry on the 17th of July. On 
the 19th of July the plaintiff moved for judgment on the amended state- 
ment of claim. 

Srretine, J., considered that the defendant was entitled to a delay of 
eight days from the date of the filing of the amended statement of claim, 
and ordered the matter to stand over for a week.—CounszgL, Kenyon Parker. 
Soxrcrrons, Downing, Holman, & Co., for Downing § Handcock, Oardift. 





Tligh Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


BIRD v. DAVEY, MARCH (Claimant)—17th July. 


Bri or Sate—Variprry—Arrestation Onause—Two ATTESTATION 
CLAUSES SIGNED BY sAME Wrirnsss—Necessiry OF ADDRESS AND Dz- 
SCRIPTION OF Witnzes in Szconp CLAvszE. 


Appeal from Romford County Oourt, in an interpleader issue remitted 
from the High Court, in which the oe was as to the validity of a 
certain bill of sale. The plaintiff had obtained a judgment against the 
defendant for a sum of about £40, and ae ore to execute this 
judgment by levying on the goods of the t, the claimant put for- 
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ward a claim to the goods under a bill of sale executed by the defendant 
as grantor. An interpleader issue was directed, and this issue was remitted 
for trial to the Romford Oourt. At the trial of this issue it was con- 
tended by the plaintiff, the execution creditor, that of sale was bad 
on the ground that the attestation cla 
form in the schedule to the Bills of Sale Act, by reason of the address and 
description of the witness not been in 
There were three grantors in the bill of sale, and there 
tion clauses. The first attestation clause in 
and delivered by the above-named A.”’ (one of thegrantors) ‘‘in the 
of me (the alterations initialled by me having 
Solicitor, Romford.’’ No obj 
The second attestation clase, which came immediately under the first, was 
in precisely the same form except that at the end the name Geo. 
Bailey as the attesting witness, but there was no address or description 
This attestation clause was as follows:—‘“‘signsd, &c., by the 
above-named B. and ©.” (the other tors) ‘‘in the presence of a 
alterations initialled by me ha been made) Gro. Barizy.’’ 
the learned county court judge the objection was taken that, although the 
first attestation clause was in the proper form, yet that the second attesta- 
tion clause was not ia —— form, as the description and address of the 
attesting witness were omitted (Blankenstein v Robertson, 24 Q. B. D. 543, 
Parsons v. Brand, Coulson v. Dickson, 38 W. R. 388, 25 Q B. D. 110), and it 
was contended that the omiesion could not be supplied by a reference to the 
first attestation clause, and that the two clauses could not be read together, 
but that each must be perfect in itself. The learned judge upheld the bill 
of sale, and in his note he added : ‘‘ In refusing toset this bill of sale aside 
for the objection made to it, I drew attention to the fact that this case 
differed from those cited inasmuch as here there were two attesting clauses 
obviously made at the same time, and as I stated, I t infer fairly and 
properly by the same . As the first attestation was in perfect 
accordance with the form prescribed by the schedule to the Act, and as 
the second clause stood just below, end was, as clear, made and 
signed at the same time, I thought, and so held, that the two might be read 
together.’’ The execution itor en and in support of his appeal 
the same arguments and cases were cited as in the court below. For the 
claimant it was contended that the cases cited were different from the pre- 
sent, as in Blankenstein v. Robertson and the other cases it was held that 
the bill of sale was as there was no means of finding out on the face 
of the bill of sale the and description of the witness, but that was 
not so here, as that information was given in the first attestation clause 
and it was so obvious that the Geo. Bailey who attested in the second 
clause was the same Geo. Bailey who subscribed the first attestation clause 
that it was not necessary to repeat his address and description, as both 


gether. 

Potiock, B.—My decision in this case is founded on this: there have 
been two, or rather three, cases on the same point—namely, Blankenstein v. 
Robertson, Parsons v. Brand, and Coulson v. Dickson. The result of those 
cases is this, that the form given in the schedule must be taken to include the 
attestation clause, and that the execution of the bill of sale and the mode 
of execution eet et that form. In those cases it was argued that 
the court might refer to the affidavit to su the omission, but the court 
said, No, and that the statute must be complied with. ete eee eat 
doubt you need not refer to the affidevit, and it is said that the court ought 
to assume that the attesting witness in the second clause is the same as 
the who attests the first clause. It seems to me that that could 
not be done without sinning against the spirit of the cases cited. There 
might be two men of the same name, or there might be father and son of 
the same name. If the ground of those cases be correct, I 
that the present case comes within it. Day, J.—If this 
open I should have been of o that this attestation was abundantly 
sufficient. Because the addition of the address and description has not 
been made in the second attestation clause, I am 
cases cited to hold that this bill of sale is void. The second clause is 
merely si by Geo. Bailey. I entirely concur that if a jury were 
Dellay whe clgned the Anh, ns body of taun with any tanaiipanee ened 

ey who tst, no ly of men 
_— that bom be the same. But I — to hold , Poe 
the description and the address, are part o statu! orm, 
are not in the present attestation clause, and etalon poten nem 
to hold, which I do with great reluctance, 
Appeal allowed. Leave to a .—Oounsen, Lynden Bell ; C. E. Jones, 
Soxrcrtors, R. H, Ward; A. H. Hunt $ Oo. 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re JONES—O. A. No. 2, 22nd July. 


Soticrron—Costs—Oosts or Inqurry as ro Sanrry OF ALLEGED Lunatio— 
Finpine or Lunacy—ALtowaxce or Costs our or Lunarico’s Estars— 
Soxiciror acTinG In Interest or Turap Parry. 


This was an application by solicitors in the matter of a lunatic, made 
by solici who had acted nominally on her 

an inquiry into her sanity, that they might be allowed their 
ae ow inquiry out of her estate, she having been found 
unatic. e 
ceplings bal bee Seer in the 


him to account for of 
have obtained contol by undue iofluence over her. In those proceedings 


the ts had for him, and an order had been made against 
him. en the lunacy was instituted the were in- 
atructed by to sent a clerk to see the 
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lunatic, and she gave them a written retainer to act for her. The solicitors 
now aeked that their costs of the inquiry might be allowed out of the 
estate of the lunatic. The committee made an affidavit charging the 
solicitors with having acted in the interest of Badger, and not in that of 
the alleged lunatic. They had not replied to this charge by any affidavit. 
Tus Covrr (Oorron, Fry, and Lorzs, L.JJ.) refused to allow the 
costs out of the estate. Corron, L.J., said that it was important in the 
interest of the public that solicitors should defend persons whom it was 
sought to have declared lunatic, and if the solicitors acted fairly and 
, they ought to be allowed their costs out of the lusatic’s 
estate, whatcver might be the result of the inquiry. That would be so 
when the defence was conducted on account of and in the interest of the 
lunatic, and not with regard to the interest of some other person. His 
lordship did not mean to say that in the present case anything had been 
= the conduct of the defence, as to the production of evidence, 
or rwise, which was wrong. But the question was, whether the soli- 
citors had really acted in the interest of someone other than the alleged 
lunatic. He was eatisfied that they had really acted in the interest of 
Badger. His lordship did not suppose that when they first acted for him 
they knew that there was anything wrong. But they must very soon 
have found out that the interest of Badger and the interest of the lunatic 
were antagonistic. They were placed in an unfortunate position, for they 
had to e up their minds whether they would act for the one or the 
other. They ought to have said that they conld not act any longer for 
both. There were many circumstances which satisfied his lordship that, 
though they conducted the defence in the inquiry rightly, they did not do 
so in the lunatic’s interest; her true interest was that she should be 
found a lunatic and her person and property protected. The fact that the 
charge of having acted in the interest of Badger was not at once denied 
op oath confirmed his lordship’s opinion, derived from the other circum- 
stances, that the solicitors had not acted in the interest of the lunatic, 
and, therefore, though he was unwilling to deprive a solicitor who had 
taken up the defence of an alleged lunatic of his costs, yet as, in his 
opinion, the defence was not in her interest, he thought that the solici- 
tors ought not to have their costs out of the estate. Fry, L.J., said it 
was important that solicitors who conducted the defence to an application 
to make a person a lunatic should be allowed their costs. It was of the 
greatest importance to the public and to alleged lunatics that solicitors 
should conduct their defence. Therefore, he approached the question 
with a prima facie desire to allow the costs. He desired to say little about 
the misconduct of Badger, whore solicitors the applicants were, and the 
fact that the solicitors for the lunatic were the solicitors for Badger in 
the Chancery proceedings was only a matter for inquiry in considering 
whether they had acted in her interest. They were in an unfortunate 
position when ti:ey scted for her and also for Badger. He doubted 
whether a solicitor could with propriety act for persons whose interests 
were necessarily antagonistic. Under the circumstances his lordship was 
of opinion that the costs of the solicitors should not be allowed out of the 
Junatic’s estate. Lorzs, LJ, said it was important that it should be 
understood that if a solicitor fairly and properly conducted the defence of 
an alleged lunatic in an inquiry as to his state of mind, and conducted it 
im the interest of the alleged lunatic, he should be allowed his costs, 
whatever the result. Bat, having regard to ell the circumstances of the 
present case, he was driven to the conclusion that the defence had been 
conducted in the interest of Badger, and not in that of the alleged 
lunatic. He concurred in disallowing the costs of the applicants out of 
the estate —Counszt, John Chester ; Crump, Q.C. Soxicrrors, Churchill ; 
Boaner & Wright. 











LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Previminaky Examination. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
succesefal at the preliminary examination held on the 2nd and 3rd of July, 


, Welby Robert 





Edmeades, Alfred 
Wynne Jeffreys Feltham, Harold Stanley Kirkman 

Bakewell, John Fisher, Algernon 
Bennett, Charlies Oatley Fox, Sylvester Arthur Richmond 
Brennan, James Gilbert, Edward Basil Graham 
Briggs, John James Green, Ewin Linton 
Burgess, Fred Hales, Thomas Henry Townsend 
Batson, Alick James Sewell Hawkes, Henry George 
Carden, Arthur Schuyler Hawkins, John Francis 
Challis, Arthur Bracebridge Heath, Harold Fell 

Albert Jobn Hewlett, Leonard 
Chilton, Claude Alan Hilton, Samuel 
Coke, LD’ Ewes Leventh Hoperaft, Alfred Norman 
Cooke, Joseph Reginald Greaves Howe, Ernest Ward 
Ceippe, ers ers — “ge Jobn Kingdon 

4 ames unter, Herbert Julius 
Davey, Herbert Jackson, George William 
Denton, Obarles William Joreph, Arthur Samuel 
ay sof ame ane William —— Robert 

P om - Campbell, Henry George 

Drewry, VAward Gwyther . James _ . ° 
Drewry, Henry Swayne Marriott, Richard Jobn 
Dryland, Harold Coster Montagu, VAwardsiionry 
Dyer, KAwaad Arnold Nee, FAward 


| registered, and answers to t 
| the office of the Incorporated Law mal 


Orme, Harold William 
Patey, Samuel 

Peck, Jasper Owen 
Penketh, John Edward Sly, William 

Peters, Benjamin Bellis Smith, Douglas Edwin 
Ramsay, Herbert Antoine Heaslop Smith, Martin Irwin Cecil 
Ramsden, Harold William Stephen, Lessel Palmer 
Raper, William Augustus Cassin Tarrant, Joreph Frederick 
Rees, David Todd, Gerald Maltby 

Rees, William Turner, Maurice Edward 
Richardson, Frederick William Wallace, William Reeve 
Richardson, Joseph Ashfield Wan, T’so Seen 
Richmond-Pafry, William Eustace Wells, Frank 

Roberts, William Charles Whadcoat, Gordon Cuming 
Robinson, Stanley Maidene Whalley, William 


Sheffield, Frederick Gerard 
Simister, James Waterhouse 
Simmons, Percy Colman 


hes Thomas Clifford Williams, Frederick Collins 
Ryland, Herbert Henry Woolsey, Godfrey Edward Welling- 
Salt, Isaac Harold ham 

Salt, Reginald Nowell Young, Robert Archibald 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS BEFORE ENTERING INTO ARTICLES OF CLERK-~ 
SHIP TO SOLIcrToRs. 
Under the Solicitors Act, 1877. 
SUBJECTS OF BXAMINATION IN THE YEAR 1891. 


1. Writing from dictation. 

2. Writing a short English composition. 

3. (a) The first four rules of arithmetic, simple and compound; the 
rule of three; and decimal and vulgar fractions; (4) Algebra up to and 
inclusive of simple equations, and the first four books of Euclid. 

4, Geography of Europe and History of England. 

5. Latin—elementary. 

6. And any two lan to be selected by the candidate out of the 
following six—namely, (1) Latin, (2) Greek—Ancient, (3) French, (4) 
German, (5) Spanish, (6) Italian. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 3 and 6, no candidate is 
obliged to take up algebra or Euclid (No. 34), but if any candidate elects 
to do so, he may take up these with one only of the languages (No. 6). 

No books will be previously for the language examinations, 
but passages will be given for translation at sight, with the assistance of a 
dictionary. 

The p< will be held at the Incorporated Law Society’s Hall, 
Ohancery-lane, London, and at some of the following towns, in the months 
of February, May, July, and October of each year :—Birmingham, 
Bristol, Cambridge, Cardiff, Oarlisle, Oarmarthen, Ohester, Durham, 
Exeter, Lancaster, Leeds, Lincoln, Liverpool, Manchester, Newcastle-on- 
Tyne, Oxford, Plymouth, Salisbury, Shrewsbury, Swansea, Worcester, 
York. 


Candidates are required to give, at least thirty days before the day 
appointed for the examination, notice to the Secretary of the Incorporated 
Law Society, of the lan es in which they propose to be examined, the 
town at which they h to be examined, and their uge and residence, 
and place or mode of education. 

All notices should be addressed to the Secretary of the Incorporated 
Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.O. 

Candidates who fail to pass, or attend at the examination for which they 
have given notice, may atten1 at any subsequent examination. A renewed 
notice must, in that case, be given fourteen days at least before the date 
of such subsequent examination. 

Days of examination—Wednesday and Thursday, Feb. 4 and 5, at 10; 
Wednesday and Thursday, May 6 and 7, at 10; Wednesday and Thurs- 
day, July 1 and 2, at 10; Wednesday and Thursday, Oct. 21 and 22, at 10. 

Last day for giving notice—Monday, Jan. 5; Monday, April 6; Mon- 
day, June 1; Monday, Sept. 21. 
ast day for giving renewed notico—Tuesday, Jan. 20; Tuesday, April 
21; Tuesday, June 16; Tuesday, Oct. 6. 

The fee payable on giving notice of examination is £2, and for a 
renewed notice £1. 
were” or post office orders should be crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Goslings & 

arpe.’ 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
Under the Solicitors Act, 1877. 


The elementary works selected fcr the intermediate examination of 
persons under articles of clerkship for the year 189! will be :— 
Stepben’s Commentaries on the Laws of England, with the exception 
of Books lV. and VI. 10th or 11th edition. ~ 
Candidates are required to give to the secre of the Incorporated Law 
Society at least thirty days’ notice before the date of the examination at 
which they propose to be examined, and at the same time to leave their 
articles of clerkship and a pre articles (if any), duly stamped and 
e questions as to due service and conduct up 
to that time. Prints of these questions can be obtained on application at 
Candidates who apply to be exam’ under the fourth section of the 
Solicitors Act, 1860, may, on application, obtain coples of the further 
questions relating to the ten years’ service an t to the articles of 


pee J ; and euch questions, duly answered, must be left at the time of 
giving notice. 

Candidates who fail to pass, or attend at the examination for which 
they have given notice, may attend at any subsequent examination, A 
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renewed notice must, in that case, be given fourteen days at least before 
the date of such subsequent examination. 

The examinations will be held at the hall of the society, Chancery-lane, 
London, on the following days in 1891—viz :— 

Days of examination—Thursday, Jan. 15, at 10; Thursday, April 9, at 
10; Thureday, June 18, at 10; Thursday, Nov. 5, at 10. 

Last day for giving notice and depositing articles, &c.—Monday, Dec. 
15; Monday, March 9; Monday, May 18; Monday, Oct. 5. 

Last day for giving renewed notice and depositing articles, &c.—Wed- 
nesday, Dec. 31; Wednesday, March 25; Wednesday, June 3; Wednes- 
day, Oct. 21. Se . 

The fee payable on giving notice of examination is £3, and for a 
renewed notice £1 10s. : 

Cheques or post office orders should be crossed ‘‘ Messrs. Goslings & 
Sharpe.’’ 

N.B._Condidetes cannot present themselves for intermediate examina- 
tion before the expiration of their half term of service. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Davin Puen, barrister, M P., died on the 12th inst., at the age of 
eighty-four. Mr. Pugh was the son of Colonel Pugh, of Manoravon, Car- 
marthenshire, and was educated at Rugby and at Balliol College, Oxford, 
where he graduated third class in Olassics in 1828, and he was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Easter Term, 1837. He was M.P. for Car. 
marthenshire in the Liberal interest from 1857 till 1868, and he had repre- 
sented the Eastern Division of that county since 1885. He was a supporter 
of Mr. Gladstone’s Irish policy. Mr. Pugh was a magistrate and deputy- 
lieutenant for Carmarthenshire and Carnarvonshire. He was high sheriff 
of tie former county in 1874, and he was chairman of the Carmarthenshire 
Quarter Sessions from 1843 till 1852. 


Sir Henry Connor, Chief Justice of Natal, who died a few days ago, 
was the son of Mr. Roderick Connor, a Master in Chancery in Ireland. 
He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, where he proceeded to the 
degree of LL B. He was called to the bar in Ireland in 1839. He was 
Chief Justice of the Gold Coast Colony from 1854 till 1857, when he was 
appointed a puisne judge of the Supreme Court of Natal. He twice acted 
as Chief Justice of the Cape Colony, and in 1874 he was appointed Chief 
Justice of Natal and Judge of the Vice-Admiralty Court. He received 
the honour of knighthood in 1880. 


Mr. Joun Oxayron, solicitor, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, died on the 
14th inst, in his ninety-eighth year. Mr. Olayton was admitted a 
solicitor in 1815. In 1832, on his father’s death, he was elected town 
clerk of Newcastle, and he held that office till 1867. He had a large 
private practice, and he was for many years clerk to the Tyne Improve- 
ment Commissioners. He was also for sixty-six years clerk of the peace 
for Newcastle, retaining that office until his death. Mr. Olayton had 
nearly lost his tight, but he retained all his mental faculties. He was a 
well-known antiquarian. He wasunmarried. A Newcastle paper says :— 
‘* Mr. Clayton was by far the oldest surviving citizen of the old-world New- 
castle. His connection with the life of the borough was a remarkable 
one, he being closely identified, by office or personally, with every 
important item in its development during the first three-quarters of the 
present century. He followed his father in the town clerkship, and the 
ores tenure of that office extended over a period of thirty-seven years. 

e was at one time the holder of the following offices in addition to the 
town clerkship :—clerk to the River Commission, clerk of the peace, clerk 
of the county court, clerk to the Scotswood Road and Bridge, clerk to 
the Shotley Bridge Road, clerk to the borough courts, clerk and 
solicitor to the Newcastle and Oarlisle Railway. He also acted as 
confidential adviser to Mr. Richard Grainger, the founder of modern 
Newcastle. Writing of Mr. John Clayton in 1887, a commercial con- 
temporary observed :—‘ It is no less than sixty-five years since Mr. Clay- 
ton began to occupy an influential public position in his native town, 
and from that time forward to his retirement from active life some ten 
years ago he was constantly engaged in works of ee and local 
utility. Almost every year of that half-century could furnish its record 
of some enduring work of urefulness, while at frequent intervals of that 
period there stand out large local echemes of permanent importance with 
which he was conspicuously connected, either as the originator or as the 
conductor to successful issues. The first, and not the least important, of 
these enterprizes was the Newcastle and Carlisle Railway, one of the first 
in the country, which was largely carried out by Mr, Clayton’s genius and 
energy. The schemes which instituted the River Tyne Commiesion, and 
led to gigantic works that have made that river one of the most important 
of English ports, were in large part indebted to the labours of Mr. 
Clayton, as representing the Corporation of Newcastle. When the com- 
mission was formed he was appointed its first clerk, and this was one of 
the last public offices he continued to hold. One of Mr. Clayton's last 
great works, before resigning the clerkship of Newcastle, was the com- 
prehensive measure of town improvement which obtained parliamentary 
sanction in 1865.’" 


Mr. WriutaM Fenton Fixtcusr Bovansy, barrister, died at Ealing on 
the 14th inst., in his seventy-sixth year. Mr. Boughey was tho third son 
of Sir Jobn Fletcher Boughey, Bart, and was educated at Shrewsbury 
School and at Obrist Ohurch, Oxford, and ho was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1839. He was formerly a member of the 
Oxford Circuit, and he had for many years an extensive criminal practice, 





Mr. Boughey was recorder of the borough of Shrewsbury from 1867 till 
1879, when he was appointed stipendiary trate for the borough of 
Wolverhampton. He resigred afew years later on the ground of ill- 
health. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. James Biacxiock Leg, solicitor, of Brampton and Haltwhistle, 
has been appointed Registrar of the Brampton County Court (Circuit No. 
3), in succession to his partner, the late Mr. John Oarrick. Mr. Lee was 
admitted a solicitor in 1860. He has been for several years registrar of 
the Haltwhistle County Court. 

Mr. Rozert Ovnuirre, solicitor (of the firm of Cunliffes & Davenport), of 
43, Chancery-lane, vice-president of the In rated Law Society, who 
has been elected President of the Society for the ensuing year, was 
admitted a solicitor in 1845. 

Mr. Witiram Metmorn Watters (of the firm of Walters, Deverell, 
Walters, & Wood), of 9, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, who has been elected 
Vice-President of the Incorporated Law Society for the ensuing year, was 
admitted a solicitor in 1857. He is solicitor to the Law Life Assurance 
Society, and a director of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association and the Law 
Fire Insurance Society. 

Mr. Lewis Wann, eolicitor (of the firm of Toulmin, Ward, & Oarruthers), 
of Liverpool, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Ward 
was admitted a solicitor in 1883. 

Sir Ouanres Haz, K.C.M.G., Q.C., M.P., has been elected a Trustee 
of the Law Life Assurance Society. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIP. 
Disso.vtions. 


Cuaries Tuetwett Assotr and Frepgaick Witu1aM Baxsr, solicitors, 
(Abbott, Jenkins, Baker, & Oo.), New-inn, and 134, Fenchurch-street, 
London. July 16. The said Charles Thelwell Abbott retiring from the 
firm. 


Reemnatp Canter and Cxartes Ernest Simpson, solicitors (Seyle, 
Carter, & Simpson), 35, Queen Victoria-street, London. e 30. 
[ Gazette, July 18. 


GENERAL. 


The Settled Land Bill passed through Committee in the House of Lords 
on Monday, a sub-clause being added to clause 13, on the motion of 
the Earl of Feversham, providing that a limited owner should have power 
to spend money upon ‘the rebuilding of the principal mansion (if any) on 
the settled land, provided that the sum to be applied under this sub-section 
shall not exceed one-half of the annual rental of the settled land.” 


On the 20th inst. Mr. Justice Kekewich, addressing Mr. Warmington, Q C., 
said :—‘‘ I have been considering what arrangements should be made for the 
next three weeks and two days, especially the last two days of the sittings. 
I have communicated with the officers respecting the convenience of 
suitors, solicitors, and others, and on reflection I have determined to post- 

ne until Monday, the llth, and Tuesday, the 12th of August, all 

urther Lancashire business,  § such as is of an t nature— 
Dopoee to finish up the codineny basietes of tho evrt on Eatentay, th 
propose to finish up the on , the 
Sth of August, aud to devote the following Monday and Tuesday to 
Lancashire business only. I think this will be convenient to those prac- 
tising in Lancashire, and assist those who have to look after witness 
actions.”’ 

Tn the House of Commons on Monday, ia answer to Mr. 
Attorney-General said: The question whether one or both of law 
officers shall appear in actions to which the Crown is a party depends 
entirely upon the nature of the case. The standing rule for some time 
past has been that only one law officer is instructed except in cases where, 
owing to the number of witnesses or difficulty of questions raised, the 
services of both are considered necessary, and the personal 
the Attorney-General are taken before a second law officer is 
The brief fees are fixed by the solicitor instructing the law officers 
ordinary way, but they are on a scale lower than would be paid in 
cases to other Queen's Counsel. The junior counsel fees 
ordinary proportion to those fees. If the Crown succeeds the 
taxed as between party and party in the ordinary way. 

At Bodmin on Saturday, Mr. Justice Mathew, in the course 
charge to the grand jury, said he should have been glad to be able 
inform them that some anticipated reforms had been made the subject 
legislation during the present session of Parliament. 
clearly demandd by public opinion, and would no doubt be made 
subject of legislation —namely, the chi a 
prisoner to give evidence, if he thought fit, on his own . Itwasa 
singular thing that we had on for so many centuries 

ed 


F 


i 
Hal 


RE 


dealing 

questions affecting life and liberty, but without acting on the maxim of 
hearing both sides. The change would be justified by the fact that it 
would be a great protection to an innocent man, whilst it was doubted 
whether it would improve the chances of those who ought to be convicted. 
He tho eaten Cen ane ee eS As 
ar about a prisoner of w — 

he A the accused pape peed yp how te eartttaly’ aid nee 
deserve to be so regarded. Another one 
which his lordship hoped was near at 
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of criminal appeal. Some difference of opinion existed on the subject, 
but he did Ko see why there should be any difficulty about it. He 
agreed that mistakes were not often made in these matters. There were, 
however, sometimes cases in which doubts existed, and they would be 
cleared up at once. One result which would follow would be the poesi- 
bility of correcting the disparity in sentences, although that was a matter 
abcut which different views might be entertained, but he believed it to be 
a very substantial grievance, 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICA7'URE, 
Rota CF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


APPEAL COUET Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Kay. CHITTY. 
2 Mr. Laxte Mr. Leach Mr. ae 
Lavie ioe Leach B al 
Carrington Godfrey ug 
Lavie Leach Beal 
Carrington Godfrey Pugh 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NokrTH. STIRLING, KEKEWICH. 
Mr. Pemberton Mr. Clowes Mr, Farmer 
mn Rolt 
Pemberton Clowes Farmer 
Ward Jackson Rolt 
Pemberton Clowes Farmer 
Ward Jackson Rolt 











BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Romsér.— On the i9th July, at Greville House, Great Malvern, the wife of 
suey Sutherland Romer, M.A., of Linco!n’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a 
— On the 2ist July. at 40, Redcliffe- ountens, the wife of Arthur 
a Beckett Terrell, of Lincoln’s-inn, ofa daughte 
MARRIAGE. 


my —On Sherndep. the 17th inst., at St. Mary Abbotts, Kensing- 
Alexander Dauney, Feq., -at-law. to Maria, widow of the late 
Tieut-Col, Devereux H. Hic Bombay Staff Corps. 


DEATH. 
JoHwson.—On the 27nd inet. , at 26, Ohesham-place, 8.W., John James Johnson, 
QC., of West Broyle, Chichester, in the 79th year of his age. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 

London Gasette.—FRiDay, July 18. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Avrvmu Co, LnoTrzp—fetn for winding up, presented July 15, directed to be 
hefore Stirling, J, on July 2% & Son, Phil pot ia solors for Te 
a 


Bericut PLATINUM Lmarrep—Petn for winding wu up. Feng 
10, Girected te be heard before Stirling. J, on +) ~ 26 Oarter ber, rot 


solora for petnr 
Fry Cyctz Co, Lnomrzp—Petn for i EP, ted July 16, directed to be 
ok — J, on Saturday, Jul Bheechly & Co, New-inn, Strand, 
solors for petnr 
Laspep Estates Acescy, Liurrep—North, J, has fixed July 29, at 1, for the 
t of an official liquidator 
Tass Somes AGents JourwaL Co, Liuirep—Creditors are required. on or 
lore October 1, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of 
titer acces or clsims, to William Augustus Quant, Bolton, Lancaster Row- 
cliffes & Co, Bedford row, agents for J. Tyas Cooper, official liqui-dator's solor 
ADVERTISER AND Np pene pee) Co, LimrreD —Oreditors are required, 
on oF betore September 1. t0 send their names and addr 


x dator 
MowrTe one GoLD Mixine Co, Limirep—By an order made by North, J, dated 
ee Aa it was ordered that the company be wound up Hoare, Moorgate st, 


petnrs 
Naw Buvsswick Teapine Co. or Loxnpon, LiuiTep—Stirlin: 4 J, bes, & an order 
dated June ae, petene’ Caldwell Ashworth, 22, Abchure lane, ¢ official 
c residing in United Kingdom are reqaired, on, or — 
residing elsewhere, on or before Nov 1, to send the 
the debts or claims to the above Nov 2%, at 12, is eppolated’ fo tor 
hear and adjudicating upon the debts or claims 
‘Woop House Parx asp Garpens, Liwirsp - Pay for winding up, prerented 
July 15. directed to be heard before Stirling, J, on Saturday, July 26 Wheatley, 
Leadeshall st, eolor and petnr in person 


FRIEN DLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Grand ProrgeTant Fetenpiy Sccrery, Duke William In», Bewdley, Worcester 





Jaly 15 
Prosrzer , ImpentaL Usirep OxnpeR oF Muzcuanics, Old Chapel 
Inn, Rochdale, © July 15 - 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, July 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Arprnsuor Bexwrny Co, Lrurrep—By an order made Gattey oi dated July 
fiiams & Oo, 


7. it was ordered that the said oom be w 
Laurence Pountney hill, tor ad 
—- Wrz Marrurés Co, Liurrep—Creditors are meee. on or before 
the their ay hd 


fd nella hendede aspras:dieenplal & Fox, Lin- 


SED ‘inated to 


ga 09, Liste Petn tor Ay 4 ent July yi, izocted 
"Fane J, om Satarday, zding ny ppementd Jy ja, agent for 


July 26, 1890. 


ScHooL PUBLISHING Oo, Laeenp—Sthiing, J. in by an order dated July , 
ae bho Mr. Benjamia Jackson, 28, Fenchurch st, to be official liquidator 

THE WINALLIE CYCLE Co, augue — renee are required, on or before Sept 1, 
ts send their names and addresses, an — and addresses of theit 
solicitors to Lewis Voisey, Warringt —g +—,% Worsley, Warrington, 
solors for liquidator 

WILLIAM HESELTINE whey on, Loe —By an order made by Stirling, J, dated 
July 5, it was ordered Haseltine & Son, Limited, bs wound up 
Pieese & Son, Old Jewry chmbrs, solors for petnrs 


FRIENDLY SOOIETY DISSOLVED. 


East L&ICESTER INDUSTRIAL AND PROVIDENT FREEHOLD ALLOTMENT SOCIETY, 
LioTeD, Leicester July 16 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or CLAm, 

London Gazette.—Fawway, July 11. 


Bovutarr, Mary Ann, Manchester. August8. Sowaenil v Lane, Registrar, 
Manchester District. Booth & Pegge, Manches 
York. July 31. Barrett v 


FURNISS BROTHERS, Boot M anufacturers, 
Ledgard, Lm J. Jackson, Huddersfield 
Amés, Guildford, Surrey, Beats, July 30. Moseley v 
Moseley, Stirling, J. Sater 6 & Sons, Guildfo: 





Se 


Momgs, GEOEG 


pay, tr 15. 
AINSWORTH, GEORGE, Pie he Lancaster, Schoolmaster. Aug.7. Aiosworth 
v Ainsworth, - —— Robinson, Blackburn 
INGLIS, Wiliam FLEM Liverpool. J a Morton & Co, v Inglis, 
Registrar, Liverposlt District, Butcher, ee 
Gazette.—TUESDAY, J 
Evans, WILLIAM, Prima rd, ge Gent. Aug. 22. i= v Evans, Chitty, J. 


Miller, Savile mw St James 
VAUDEAU, Henny, A xandra Park rd, Wood Green. Aug. 11. Sanitary Wood 
Wool Co. Veen Stirling, J. White & De Buriatte, Holborn Viaduct 
ware, JOHN RICHARD, Cardiff, Sept.1. White v White, Stirling, J. Siveter, 
oucester 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—Tusspvay, July 15. 
Dantas, BEETANEM, Loraine rd, Holloway, Gent. Aug 15. Pearce, Essex at, 
BROUGHAM, JAMES thel House, nr Inverness, Doctor of Medicine. 


PETEe, Ouldu’ 
Dec1. Cronin, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Brown, Wriu1aM K., Belfast, erchant. Aug 1. Bell, Belfast 


Sommers, ALBEST, Jermyn st, Esq. Augi6. Caprons & Oo, Savile pl, Con- 


BuRTON, JOHN, Fenton, Staffs, Yeoman. July 20. Day, Stoke on Trent 
Canaan, ~~ ond sen, Eastbourne, Gent. Aug 25. T. & F. P. Baddeley, Leaden. 


f-)} 
CARTWRIGHT, ELIZABETH, Tunstall, Staffs. Forthwith, Llewellyn & Ackri:l, 


CHAEMAN, GEORGE, Sheffield, Gent. Sept 22. Bromhead & Oo, Sheftield 
CoALBANK, PiseeEEe, Netherwasdale, Cumberland, Farmer. Aug i. Paitson, 


Whi 
OCoLLIns, JOHN | FERDINANTO, Betterton, Berks, Olerk in Holy Orders. Aug 12. 
H. Collins. Read 


. jing 
CoTTERR¥LL, Cenrm, Onensent’s Wosd, nr Knowle, Warwick, Fa’mer. Aug 23, 
King & Ludiow, Solibull ; : . 
Exuis, THomas, M Moseley, Worcs, Gent, Aug 29. Reece & Oo, Birmingham 


GLovER, Ann, Owthorne, Withernsea, Yorks. Aug4. Townsend, Hull 
Gover, RicHaRD, Kingston upon Hull, Licensed Victualler. Aug 4, Town- 


send, Hull 
GamayworD. Joun, Todmorden, Lancs, Esq, J.P. Sept 12. Sutcliffes, Hebden 


e 
Hazrek, SARAH, Ravenswood rd, Bristol. Aug 30. Brittans & Co, Bristol 
Hunter, Hannret, Ellesmere Port, Ohester. Augi2. Oaldecott, Ohester 
Tarrant, Hanwad, Staverton, Northampton. Aug 3. Burton & Willoughby, 
ven’ 
JENKINS, io mea Pontypool, Mon, Oontractor. Sept 15. Bythway & Son, 


Pontypoo 
JORDAN, #, Northampton. Aug 14. Geo. & G. W. Rands, North- 


6m. 
Kincenury, Epwarp Wuirz, George , Lombard st, Advertising Agent. 
Augi2. Hughes & Co, Budget row, 
LaPwoRTH, BGE FREDERICK, Acton, Geat. Sept 10. McMillin, Blooms- 


& 
Moosz, Tuoscas, Erdington, nr Birmingham, Brarsfounder. Aug 29 Reece & 


Mozrzis, THoMas, New Windsor, Cook. Aug 20. Phillips & Furd, Wiadsor 
OLIPHANT, : 7 re Many, Brunswick pl, Brighton. Sept 1. White & Co, 


Whitehall 

PALAIRET, RICHASD Tuomas. Norton St. Patiip, Somorset, Olerk in Holy Orders. 
Sept 5. Boots & Baylifte, Raymond bidus 

PATTISON, ELLEN, Birkdale, Lancs. Aug 9. Unsworth, Bolton 


PRITCHARD, RIcHABD, Cernioge bach Pentrefoelas, Denbigh, Farmer. Aug 25. 
J Lianrwst 


Ryuus, ABM, Mansfield, Notts. Augié. Alcock, Mansfield 

Sreenter, Tuomas, London rd, Brighton. Augis. Potter, Brighton 

TEASDALE, JAMES, West Kirby, Ohester, Gent. Aug 31, McKenna, Liverpool 

Venn, Joun, Hereford, Clerk ic Holy Orders. Sept1. Humfrys, Hereford 

VeRrny, Frances Pasguqoes, Olaydon House, Bucks. Aug 15. Farrer & 
Co, Lincoln's inn fields 


WILKINEoON, JAMES, Dresden, Germany, Gent. Sept 1. Gould & Coombe, 
Sheffield 


Woop, Tuomas, Leeds, Innkeeper. Aug ié. Beaumont & Stephenson, Leeds 
Waricut?, Gzonaz, Lee, Kent. July 31. Newton & Newton, High st, Lewisham 


Wasent, Henny Ricuanrp, Lee, Kent, Licensed Victualler. July 31. Newton 
& Newton, High st, Lewisham 
London Gasette.—F away, July 18, 
Ancuen, Wit11sM Tuomas, Nettleton rd, New Oross, Gent, Aug 1. Hill, 


Queen Victoria 
AUBREY, MARGARET, m, Surrey,Grocer. Augi4. Jukes, Staines 





| SS Pyecombe, Sussex, Gont, Aug ié. Howlett & 
’ 
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Bownen, Purttirpa, Falmouth. Aug 20. Waltons & Co, Leadenhall st 
BROOKFIELD, JOHN, N. Mold, Flint. Aug 20. Moss & Sharpe, Chester 
aaa on Joun, Belper, Derby, Saddler. Avugié6. Holland & Rigby, Ash- 


ure 
BURCHNALL, JOHN, Ansley, Leices, Gent. Septi. Freer & Co, Leicester 
Comm, Racmane, Butraton, Pennycross, Devon, Yeoman. Sept4. Bone & Co, 


von 
Gummy, James Cossey, Basford, Nottingham, Miller. Augié, Elborne, Notting- 
DUGMORE, FREDERICK, Handsworth, Staffs, Warehousemen, Aug 21. Jaques 


ns, Birmingham 
Evans, JOHN, Holywell, Flint, Farmer, Augi2. Oope, Holywell 
a. JamEs, Stalybridge, Chester, Agent. Aug25. Whitehead, Staly- 


Fart, Guonar, Manningham Thorpe, Bradford, Merchant. Septi. Taylor & 


Rt. 
we he WIELD. JOSEP, Sheffield, Marble Mason. September1. Broomhead & Co, 
2: 
one JOSEPH ROSSELLOTY, Wood st, Westminster, Esq. Aug 30. 
Francis & Giraud, Faversham 
HARLAND, EDWARD, Bishton, Stafford, Clerk in Holy Orders. Sept 12. Ounliffes 
& Davenport, Chan: cery lan 
HARRIS, Mary, Portishead, & Bomerset. Aug 29, Glyde, Bristol 


Harm, 7 Supe | Stockton Heath, nr Warrington, Gent. Aug 30, Davies & Co, 
HunnLerawaree, JamzES, Southowram, Halifax, Colliery Proprietor. Aug 25. 


Lawton, Halifex 
JusBB, ANN, Warley, Halifax. Septi. Jubb & Co, Halifax 


JUBB, Francis, Warley, Halifax, Solicitor. Sept1. Jubb & Co, Halifax 

LANE, Me, a Hampstead, Licensed Victualler. Sept1i0. Nicholls, Lincoln’s inn 
om —— ba Folkestone, Lodging house keeper. Aug 20. Bradley, 
a Dormans, Lingfield, Surrey, E:q. Aug 31. Livesay & Co, 
Lina, ANE ELIZA0ErE, Stogumber, Somerset. Sept 11. Hellard, Stogumber, 
aie on Any, Southolme, Gainsborough. Sept 30, Heyes & Son, Gains- 
MEEDS, J. — Burgess Hill, Sussex, out of business. Sept29. Stevens & Son, 


Bri 
Mom, Eowanp, Worthing, Sussex, Eeq. Aug il. Fisher & Co, Watling st, 


Mookz, GEORGE, Grove rd, Mile end, Tallow Chand'er. Auz 20. Tilling, 
Devonshire chbrs, Bishopsgate 

Morris, OWEN, Garth, Carnarvon, Gent. Aug 31. Roberts © Jones, Bangor 

OLDHAM, Fanny, Harrogate. Aug 20, Ryott, Gateshead 

PaTTIsoNn, THOMAS, Blackpool, Lancaster. Oct 1. Ascroft, Blackpool 

PoOWNALL, GrorGgE, Manchester, Upholsterers’ Trimming Manuacturer, Aug 
7. Lawson & Oo, Manchester 

RAYNAUD, Rane Richmond rd, Dalston. Aug 25. Gregson, Angel ct, 


morton 
mene. Joum, Old Ford rd, ex-Police Constable. Augil. Edell & Co , King st, 
sxavice, 2 , Pars, Plymouth, Wholesale Ironmonger. Aug 20. Rooker & Oo, 


mo 
SmMPson, Trois, Py Top, near Holmfirth, Obimney Sweeper. Aug 31. 
0! 
Stocker, Rev. WILLIAM HENRY BrRows1L, Ovington, Hant:, Clerk. Sept 1. 
Wanner, Winchester 
STRAWSON, Frances, Rock Ferry, Chester. Aug 30. Madden & Co, Liverpool 


TORKINGTON, JoHN ConnoP, Bowdon, Ohester, Esq. Aug 23. Williams, South- 


po 
Tock, SARAH, Melksham, Wilts. Septi. Bradley, Cardiff 
Vom, Wrszam, Barnham, Cornwall, Butcher. Aug 18, White & Co, Laun 


Woopnovse, ous GrorGE, Burghill Court, Hereford, Esq. Oct1. James & 


Co, Herefor 
London Gas‘tte.—TUESDAY, July 22. 
BatLey, Wsi114M, Denning rd, Hampstead. Avg 4 Jicwis & Churchmen, 
Chancery Jane 
BALLARD, ARTHUR, Faringdon, Berks, Chemist Sept 29. 
ariogdon 


Crowdy & Son, 


Rane, JoserH, Newcastle upon Tyne, Gent. Sept 1. Dees & Thompson 

Buu, JAMES | DEETON, Birkdale, Southport, Tailor. Aug 2. Entwistle, 

Brrrs, JANE, Torquay, Devon. Sept9. Hooper & Wollen, Torquay 

Reigns, By M7 ~~ Mary, South st, Greenwich. Aug 18. Smith & Son, 

BRAIDLEY, JosEPH, Greenwich, Esq. Sept 29. Smith & Son, Farnival’s ian 

sae, GroRrGE Prince, Yeadon, Yorks, Joiner. Aug 27. Field & Oo, Liver- 

Cur, Louisa, Ripon. Sept 19. Kirby & Son, Harrogate 

CLARKE, Tomes Te Fs oy euppew, Coes Baten late, North Shields, Accountant. Aug 
20. 

quemnaee Od Ww Wintaane, Ne Seouk pk, Glos. Aug 30. Vizard & Co, Dursley 

Cox, Henry, Liverpool. Aug 30. Bateson & Oo, Liverpool, 





Drws, EDWARD, Ossett, Yorks, Manufacturer. Sept 6. Manton & Co, Wake- 
Duxs, Emity, Wellington rd, Enfield. Aug8. Barrow, New inn 

FENTON, GEORGINA WENYEVE. Little Queen st, Marylebone rd. Aug 2, 
Tweedie, Lincoln’s inn fields 

GRIFFITH, aan, Bangor, Oarnarvon. Sept 22. Roberts & Cemlyn Jones, 
HARRISON, Lieut, an, Dae, Kynaston, Ross, Hereford. Aug 23. Jenkins, 
om cae. Nursery rd, Brixton. Aug2i. Kingdon & Co, Laurence lane, 
Hvonss, Carumans, Putney, Surrey. Aug 30. Bowman & Crawley-Boevey, 

‘ord 


JEANS, THOMAS, Bath, Esq. Sept 6. Wilson, Bath 
Kay, Fa Sharples, Lancaster, Stone Dealer. 


Lawiey, WIM, Bristol, Grocer. Aug 16, Sibly & Co, Bristol 
Nevit1, GzorGz, Alexandra Villas, Finsbury Park. Sept 14. Nevill, Farntval’s 


Puzgy. JANE, St Jamesrd, Surbiton. Aug 29. Child, Paul’s Bakehouse crt, 
Doctor.s commons 

or Southport, Lancaster. Sept 17. Wood & Williamson, Man- 

Scriven, WILLIAM CLARKSON, Leeds, Estate Agent. Sept 2. Ford & Warren, 

SHERATON, RICHARD, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Gent. Sept 20. Wilford, 


SIELY, SaRau, Ipswich, Suffolk, Augi8. Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 


Smant, CAROLINE, Canterbury. Sept3. Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Taytor, JaMES, Bonham rd, Brixton hill, Builder. Aug30 Hammond, Bedford 


an Witt1aM, Dover st, Hotel Keeper. Aug 20. Markby & Co, Cole- 
ham H Surrey, Bargeowner. Aug 16. Ooote & 


August 10. Russell, 


Toman, Bao Tomas, Iikeston, Derby, Warp Hand. Aug 9. Hopkins & Byron, 
t 

wan, Wine, Guildford, Surrey. Aug 2. Snow & Co, College hill, Cannon st 
nena Nanoy, Leeds. Aug %0. Sutcliffes, Hebden Bridge 

bes “4 me | GrorGs, Burghill Court, Hereford, Esq. Oct 1. James & 


eref 
‘Wootprines, Dz Lacy cY RICHARD Frank, Parliament hill rd, Hampstead, Colonel. 
Aug 81. Turner, King st, Cheapside 








ina bs ante, over your bend, wag oat 
taking urchase-money out o 
=e rial rith the ehasce of — oe 
Bad dy ta and ch vance from ERA 
BUILDING SOCIETY, 4, Ludgate-hitL, E.0. Ful particulars free by 


PxERMANENT 
go Aeon ] 
INTENDING HovUsE Fuaswssune s LEsSEES.—Before 
ing a house haverheSanitary rrangemen thoroughly exami: 


Rwaartse 


If the house in {o veld yon poe s 
do not becrow 








f & Ventilation Co., 6, 
poe Westunineter tstab. 1875), who also undertake Veatilation of Offices, 
&c.-—{ADVT.) 











Confectioner Ohester 





. ry, JOSEPH, Middleton, Suff aan Great | POLLARD. Chester, 
BANKRUPTCY NOTICES | Fisx, Josuri, Middleton, Suffolk, Bricklayer qanp, Humax. 
London Gasette—F RIDAY, July 18, GaRgBurTT, WILLUM iddles ~~ Coaldealer | Porrgr, ALFa&ED, and Gonos F.XTER. 
| Stoekton on Tess and Middlesborough Pet Juty Boot Manufacturers Leicester Pet Ji Fuly 15 S Oecd 
% sees Karman | 34 Qed duly 14 pet | Panny iain 
NDBEWS, WARD esthou Lancashire, | GotpBsRG, Lours, Leeds, Sli Maker Leeds SCE, ~ 
Contractor Bolton Pot Julia ¢ 4 O.dJuly14 || Julyié ord July 18 — Ohemist Ipswich Pet July 12 Ot oo 12 
ARGYLE, Dan, King st, = =P Fishmonger Capes, OHARD, Willaston Coeldealer | Paton, THomas, ogham, J N 
Baas Soe pd 4 ra, Peo Pas than, 8 Sadijler High | | — Pet duly « Ori July a nw a y ed Gaion grove, 
4 ’ | HELMORE, FREDERICK GEoRGs, Grafton st, Surveyor .- 
BansaMin Rs say “gorge! Ydent High © High Qourt Pet Juiy 1 Oa he . Ord daly t4 ‘mies re 
Pet June 8 Ora July = sh Court | Hormes, MIN — Fal a: seat, Spinster | goorr, JoHN, Portland rd, South Norwood, Baker 
Boupin, Andy Ziteweol, Flour Deaior Liverpool | Homes Watten Worthing, Surveyor Brighton |p craven, Pensug tO gayi” 
Pet July 4 Ord Ju aly 14 ; 
Brows, JOHN MorRIs, Leicester. Lanther Merchant | yon JOSEPR So r Lichfield, ford Jaly 14 Ord July 14 
puoi ieester, Pet June si Ord July 16 | eee “Pet July 16 Ord July 18. ¢ THURMAN, JOHN EDWARD  Heckmond ike, York- 
om isa, Headstock, Somerestehire, Post- | Jonas, WiiLlaM EVANs, Bontddu, Lianaber, shire, web Gna 
me Pot dole 14 Ord July 14 Merionethsbire, of no  oooupat on  Aberyswii July 14 
Caannon, Qnatttg, Davies th, Bertaly ef, Dyer, &o| Po vuue ts, One July i Tih Poe ee 
r n 
Ouemunts, Huxny MARtTxN, Oanterbury, Commis. | Kz, Gnonon, Mulberton. Norfolt, Miller Norwich | qorgug, WitttaM Pai rd, Chelsea. 
sion Agent Canterbury Pet July 15 8 Ord July 15 | Kwox, JOHN. Higher I  Balford, Commis.| Gorm Dealer Pes say um =6Ord 
CLIFFORD, WILLIAM, Barrow on Leioester- Bion Agent Balford aly 16 Ord. Juyis July 14 
shire Licensed Victualler Leicester Pet July 14 | | WALFORD, sp, eee Kiddermi Worcestershire, 
d July 14 Kumar. MAxrxE, Gt Oommiraion Agent | Fichmonger t June % Ord 


comm Jou Maidstone, Kent, Coal Merchant Mra 


ome acahame Pet July 15 Ord July 15 BaD 


0, 


Bigh 
te t July i4 Ord Jul 15 
HENRY GEORGE, Chatham, Confectioner | r y Bow 
rd Soy. Canssemonger High | | Wrteox aMes Mrcea 
ora J i. Newoastle on tyne "Pet di Pet July yi Ord 


hte oer » Battersea, Corn | 
Wandsworth Pet July it Ord _wrison, hwoauas 


"er Pet J 16 Qed July 16 Moors, om, coun, Kean 
Ouckow, ILLTAM, field, Grucibie Maker Court Pet July 15 
Wakefield Pet uly iy Ord July 15 | NUT. 
ORMER, UATHERINE, Leicester, Piumber Leicester; ™ 
Pet July 16 Ord July 16 rae 
Bongroy, Paap “petlly nJuiy Ont “yore Comedian a, Tuomas, Nun 
rc 1 
Farr, Meanie: f.rdehire, Farmer | Pickworts, J. 
ag ord. Pet July 16 8 Ord duly 15 Jeweller igh bourne 





Portland st, 
Vourt be Bag Ord July 16 | 


's Assistant Roches- | 
5 is Geta _ 


wy MVE, Attenborongh. Ni eh 


reine tale TASS | wa ie Sb goons 


Pos Sug ie | ie 
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Wootrey, Frank Harey, Aston juxta Dicesiaatean: | 
Pui Manager i'irmiogham Pet July 
14 Ord July 14 P 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of June 17. 





FLO Kensington Mansions, Eaerl’s 
Cour t, Widow High Court Pet May 10 Ord 
= (Adjudged bankrupt on June 12 in name 

of FLognA EMILY SMITHETT) 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apams, THomas, Keston rd, East Dulwich, Writer 
July 25 ati 33, Carey et, Lincoln’s inn fields 
XANDER, THOMAS WILLIAM derton, mr 
Newark upon Trent, Milkseller July 25 at il 
Off Rec, Se! Peter’s Church walk. Nottingham 
ANDREWS, ALEXASDER HaRpING, Chapel pl, Crouch 
End, Ladies’ Outfitter July 29at1 33, Carey s', 
Lincolv’ 8 inn fields 
ANDREWS, EDWARD, Westhoughton. Lancs, Contrac- 
tor July 28 atii 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Beavis, Lavea Lucy, Bartholomew's rd, Kentish 
Town, Vegetarian Restaurant Proprietor July 
29at12 338, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Baowe, JouHN Morzis, Leices*er, Leather Merchant 
July 29 at 12.30 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
CLEMENTS, HENRY MARTYN, Canterbury, Commission 
sams July 25 at 930 Off Rec, 5, Castle st, Can- 
er 


RA, 


‘ORD, WILLIAM, Barrow on Soar, Leics, Licensed 
Victualler July 25 at 12.30 Off Rec, 34, Frisr 
lane, Leicester 

Coces, JOHN, Maidstone, Coal Merchant July 30 at 

Off eek st, Maidstone 

Cow. amp, HENEY GrorRGE, Chatham, Confectioner 
July "31 at 11.30 Off Rec, High st, ester 

Cuokow, WILLIAM, Wakefield, Gracible Maker July 
25ati1 Off Rec, Bona terce, Wakefield 

JP map gear Egerton grds, South Ken- 

yt - Ang at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Lin- 


coln’s inn fi 
ANS, DANIEL, Swansea, Butter Merchant July 28 
ati2 Off Rec, 97, Oxford st, Swansea 

FIELD, FREDERICE, Bedfordshire. Straw Hat Manu- 
eters Je July 28 at 2.30 JG Roberts, lark st, 


Li 
Fisk, pag Middleton, Suffolk, Bricklayer July 
2@ati Off 8, King st, Nerwich 
nN, J 8S, Duke 'st, Picca tilly, of no occupation 
July 29 at 11 83, Carey st, Lincoln s inn fields 
— LucrzT1a THERESA "AMINA, Abbey st, Ber- 
Oil aud Colour Merchant July 25 at 
xn, "I 30, Garey st. Lincoln’s inn fields 
‘REDERICK JOHN, Cardiff, Milk Vendor 
a Ag “ey 10.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
KENT, GEORGE. Mulbarton, Norfolk, Miller July 26 
atili5 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
» WILLt™M, and Henry GeorGe Key, Notting- 
ham » Lace Manufacturer July 25 at 12 “Off Rec, 
St Peter's Church walk, Nottingham 
, JAMES, Luton, Beds, Timber Dealer July 28 
at3.30 JG Roberts. Park st, West Luton 
» I84AC, Winsbill, Derbyshire. Boot 
July 30 at 230 Off Rec, St James’s 


Dealer 
chbrs. Derby 
AYLES, IsBAEL, Luton. Beds, Corn Dealer July 28 
ati2 J G Roberts, Park st, West Luton 
Meap, Isaac. Chatham, Grocer’s Assistant Aug 5 at 
11.30 Off Rec, High st, Rochester, Kent 
LLABD, HEN#Y, Chester, Confectioner July 30 at 
2.30 Orypt chbrs, Chester 
ALFRED. and GEORGE FrixtTsrR, Leicester, 
|p nem July 29at3 Off Rec, 34, Friar Jane, 


Foams, Henry Buaton, Gt Yarmouth, Assistant 
Inspector of Nuisances. July 26 at 11.30 Off 
Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

REYNOLDS, GEORGE, Fishguard, Pembrokeshire, 
Innkeeper July 30 at 12 Temperance Hall, 
Pembroke Dock 

cae *: JOHN, Blackwell, nr Darlington, Farmer 
—- 28 at 11 Notth- Eastern Hotel, Darlington 

Sawpy, Luwis, Esher, surrey, Corn Merchant July 
25 at 12 ES Railway approach, London Bridge 


LACEY, 


Gurpener, Frora Emtty, Trebovir rd, Eari’s Court, 
ow July 26 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
a CHARLES, and | Pegpensex CHARLES STOKES, 


] Cliffe mptonshire. Oarriage 
ce ro July 90 3 my 16 "Law Courts, New rd, 


go Boyson rd, Camberwell, Liat ney 
Merchant July 25 at 12 Bankruptcy b 
Portugal st, Lincoln's inn 
THORNTON, ARTHUR, Bradford, Warp Dresser se 
2sat11 Off Rec, 31, Manor’ row, Bradford 
‘OMBLIN, JOHN, Kilbourne, Derbyshire, eng ond 
July 29 at 230 Off Rec, 8t James’s chbrs, Derby 
TURNER, ABEL, South Bank, Yorks, Labourer July 
®@at11 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
ALFORD, ALF2ED, Kidderminster, Fishmonger 
July 25 at2.15 B. B. Bagster, Solicitor, Kidder- 


Waineabe, ABRAHAM Maveice, Burdett rd, Bow, 
Wholesale Jeweller July 30 at 11 33, Oarey st, 
Lincoln's inn 

WIitson, comme MicHAEt, Newcastle on Tyne, Builder 
July 28 t 11 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on 


wri, ¥ Witt1am Epwarp, South Stockton. hee 3 
Brush Manufacturer July 29 at 11 Off Kec, 8 
Albert rd, Middlesborough 


ADJU DICATIONS. 
ApAms, THOMAS, Dulwich, Surrey, Writer ia 
the Civil Service High Court Pet July 9 Ord 


July 14 
Epwarp, Westhoughton. Lancashire 
Contractor Bolton Pet July 14 Ord July 14 








| anor . DAN , King st, ‘Twickenham, Fishmonser 

Brentford’ Pet Ta 11 Ord July 11 

Brruett, Mary ELizZaBeTu, Leicester, Milliner 
Leicester Pet June6 Ord July 15 

BusH, WitttamM, Radstock, open aalebice, Post- 
master Frome Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

CLEMENTS, HENRY MARTYN, Canterbury, Vommis- 
sion Agent Oanterbury Pet July 14 Ord 


July 15 

OxzFRORD. Wiraram, Barrow on Soar, Leicester. 
shire, Lioenend Victualler Leicester Pet July 
12 Ord July 14 

Cooks, JOHN, Maidstone, Coal piareoamt Maid- 
stone Pet July 15 Ord July 

CorsBat, JOHN WILLIAM, olen Hale Rectory, Nor- 
folx, Clerk in a Geass King’s Lyen Pet 
March 22 Ord July 

COWARD, HENRY Geese, Ouethem, . Confectioner 
Rochester Pet July 15 Ord July 16 

Cozens, JoHN Foat, ape  eresced Canter- 
bury PetJunei3 Ord July 

Cuckow. WILLIAM. Wakefield, “Orucible Maker 
Wakefield Pet sale 3 Ord ‘July 

Daviss, PHitrp, Southborough, Kent, ‘Grocer Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet July2 Ora July 

Dormer, CATHERINE, Leicester, Sen ty Leicester 
Pet July 16 Urd July 16 

DRAKE, Wit11aM HENEY, Plymouth, Fisherman 
East Stonehouse Pet July 1z Ord July 15 

Dupuis, Marin LovisE, Briehton, Dresemaker 
Hrighton Pet July 5 Ord July 14 

FaERToN. Frank. Kennington rd, Vocal C median 
High Court Pet July 15 Ord ‘Tul y 15 

Fars, WILLIAM, Arlsey, seeneeeenire, Farmer Bed- 
ford Pet July 15 Ord July 

GARBUTT, WILLIAM, Mid jeeborough, Ca'dvaler 
Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough Pst July 
14 Ord July 14 

Huauts, JANE, one pp arage! , Anglesey, Gricer Bangor 


Pet July 4 Ord 
JOBEEBNS, JosEPa So , Shenstone. nr Lichfield, 
16 Ord July 16 


Grecer Walsall Pet Jul y! 

KENT, GEORGE, na ig ag orfolk, Miller Norwich 
Pet July 15 Ord July 

Kwox, JOHN, Higher LA Salford, Commis- 
sion Agent Salford Pet July 16 Ord"July 16 

MANNINGTON, CLEMENT, Acton, -_ Merchavt 
Brentford Pet Jane 22 Ord J uly 

Mgap, Isaac, Chatham, rae ag jo A Roches- 


ter Pet July 14 Ord July 15 
Mowt, James. Addlestone, Surrey, Tailor Guildford 


Ches’‘er 


Baker Croy- 


and Goda'm‘ng Pet Juneil Ord July '2 

NIBLETT, WILLIAM CHARLES, Upper Bedford pl, 
b= aed atlaw High Court Pet June #5 Ord 
uly 14 

POLLARD, HENRY, ae, Confectioner 
Pet July 15 Ord July 1 

PRATTENT, FRANCIS Mownnsy, Southampton, Fear 
admiral in Her Majesty’s Navy Southampton 
Pet June 28 Ord July 16 

PREECE, OHARLES GODWIN, Biléestone, A aaa 
Chemist Ipswich Pet July 12 Ord J 

PRIOR, Fe ay a = Joicer Nottingham 
Pet July 14 Ord July 14 

Ross, THomMas Parry, Union grove, C'apham, 
Fs Salesman High Court Pet July 14 Ord 
u 

ScorT, Sonn, South Norwood, Surrey 
don PetJuly12 Ord July 12 

THORNTON, ARTHUR, Bradford, + Ang Dre:ser 
Bradford Pet July 14 Ord July 

THURMAN, JOHN FDWARD, he = York 
Ses Cewsbury Pet July 14 Ord 
uly 14 

Tonave, WiLtiAM PALMER, King’s rd, Chelsea 
Soret High Court Pet July 14 Ord 

y 

WaaGstarr, AtTHUR, Bognor, Sussex, Butcher 
Brighton PetJuly7 Ord July 16 

WALFORD, ALFRED ey Fishmonger 
Kiddermioster Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

WItson, THOMAS ARTHUR, Attenborough, oe 
ge ng ty eee Nottingham PetJuly 


15 Ord July 15 
Wootigy, Frank Harkey, Aston juxta Birmingham, 
Furies ag Manager Birmingham Pet July 14 
uly 1 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, July 22. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baxg, J. H. & oom, Deiiey, Builders Dudley Pet 
July 4 Ord July 1 
BELL, JOHN JAMES, Choriton on Medlock, Manches- 


= + aaa Manchester Pet July 18 Ord 
uly 1 
BIGNOLD, HERBERT, Olapham Common Gardens, 


4 ee Wandsworth Pet June 27 Ord 

wy 1 

BROOKS JOHN, Milford, ur sed Buiider Stef- 
ford PetJuly 16 Ord Ju'y 16 

BROOKSBANE, ALBERT, Shipley, ee Yardman 
Bradfora OrdJuly 17 Ord July 

Coopzk, JOHN HALCOMBE, bl Licetrsed 
} a Portemouth Pet July 18 Ord 

uly 1 

Corpus, HERBERT, Hornsey 1d, Corn Chandler High 
Court PetJuly 19 Ord July 19 

FRANK, GusTAV, Queen Victoria st, Cigar Merchant 
High Court PetJune+4 Ord July 18 

Gotts, JaMES PHILIP, Norwich, rt of business 
Norwich PetJuly18 Ord July 18 

HALL, JAMES, and RACHAEL Halt, New Beiter, 
Radel - ase, Bleachers Bolton Pet Julyi 
Ord July 

HALLIDAY, Y omm, and CHARLES WILLIAM HOLMEs, 
oe pe Cabinet Makers Bradford Pet July: 

rd July 17 

Hagris, F.J.,Strand High Court Pet Julyi Ord 

July 18 





Julv 26, 1890, 


InuLAND, Wrz1aM, Belgrave, Letces, Clicker | Lel- 
cester Pet July 19 July 

JOHNSON, FRaNcISs, Fordham, Oenbs, Builder Cam- 
bridge PetJuly18 Ord July 18 

bd agg eee Dealer White- 

haven PetJuly18 Ord July1 

Morki3, Hagey, Dudley, Bailey Dudley Pet July 
& Ord July 17 

RICHARDS, JOSIAH PHILLIP3. Melbourne grove, East 
aaa ae Accountant High Court Pet July 17 

SINCLAI8, Cuieese TRERY, aud Duncan SYDNEY 
Sinciarr, Foley st, Langham st, Licensed Vic- 
tuallers High Court Pet July i8 Ord July 18 

Stark, JOHN GEORGE, Weston super Mare, Swing 
Proprietor Bridgewater Pet July 4 Ord July 17 

TaYLor, THOMAS ILLIaM, Huddersfield, out of 
business Huddersfield Pet J uly 18 Ord July 1s 

TUNNARD, JOHN, ee, out of business Leeds Pet 
July 19 Ord vg ee 

WALKER, THOMAS, Barrow in Furness, Tobacconist 
Ulverston and Barrow in Furness Pet June 21 
Ord July 18 

WALLER, Epwin, Lombard 1K -_ arpa High 
Court Pet June 26 Ord July 1 

WALLER & Harcourt, New Bridge. st, Public House 
Brokers High Court Pet June 19 Ord July '7 

Waters, THOMAS, Gosport, Baker Portsmouth Pet 
July 18 Ord July 18 18 

WILLOUGHBY, WILLIAM, mentieed, Grocer Bradford 
Pet July 14 Ord Juty 16 

YounrG, RoBERT Dixon, Swaffham. Norfolk, Licensed 
Victua ler King’s Lyon PetJuly1 Ord July1& 

The following amended notices are substituted for 

those publishe 1 in the London Gaz-tte of April 25. 

GEORGE ey Bs Farmer Wrexham 
‘Pet Apr3 Ord Apr 

Dickin, THomas aeatanee, Sake, Farmer Wrex- 
ham PetApr3 Ord ‘Apr 22 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of July 18. 
Paior, THomas, Nottingham, Joiner Nottingham 

Pet July 14 Ord July 14 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


McLAREN, WILLIAM, and JOHN DoNNELLY, Dockley 
rd, Bermondsey High Court Rec Ord March 10 
Rese J uly 9 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AUSTIN, JAMES, Gien Parke rd, Forest Gate, Timber 
Merchant July 29 at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 

BEAUMONT, GEORGE, Chelmsford, Builder July 30 
at 12.40 Shirehal', Chelmsford. 

BoTTOMLEY, WALTER FearHER, Leeds, Perambulator 
Manufacturer July 30 at 12 Off Rec, 22, Park 
row, Leeds 

Brooks, JouN, M:lford, nr Stafford, Builder July 
29at 1130 Off Rec, Bt Martin’s pls Stafford 

BRooxksBa¥ kK, ALBERT, Shipley, Yardman July 31 at 
1180 Off , 31, Manor row, Bradford 

BusH, WILLIAM. Radstock. Somersetshire, Post- 
a Aug 6 at 12 Off Kec, Bank chmbrs, 

Sto. 

CALE, WILLIAM, Adelaida rd, Haverstock Hill. of no 
occupation July 29 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs. 
Lincoln’s ion fields 

Davies, Puttip, Southborough, Kent, Grocer July 
30at12 24, Railway Approach, London Bridge 

DEABILL, JOHN, Carlton, Nottinghamshire, Wheel- 
wright_ July 30at11 Off Rec, 8t Peter’s Church 
walk, Nottiogham 

DORMER, CATHERINE, Leicester, Plumber July 30 at 
8 Off Rec, 24, Friar lane, Leicester 

DRAKE, WILLIAM HENRY, Plymouth, Fisherman 
July 29 at 11 10, Athenceum terce, Plymouth 

Exiss, Exrn, Datchet, Leenoe Pg ae Butcher 
July 29 at 113) 95, Peascod st, Windsor 

LMER, GEORGE RIcHARD. Chelmsford, Butcher 
July 30 at 12.15 Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Fiowaes, WILLIAM THomas, Nechells, Birmingham. 
Tram Conductor Augi3at 12 25, Co'more row, 
Birmingham 

GOLDBERG, Louis, Leeds, Stipper Maker Jaly 39 at 
1t Off Ree, 22, Park row, 

GRIFFITHS, RicaaRD, Willaston, Obeshire, Coaldealer 
July 31at11 Royal Hotel. Crewe 

HALL, JAMES, and KACHAEL HAL pe Lasen, 
Bleachers July 30ati1 16, r. Wood st, Bo 

HALLIDAY, JOHN, and OHARL¥S WILLIAM Sea, 
Bradford, Cabinet Makers July3iatii1 Off Reo, 
31, Manor row, Bradford 

Harvey, SaMuUEBL, Poston court, Vowchurch, Here- 
sosarnte, Farmer Aug Gat 12 2, Offa st, Here- 


MoKay, JOHN, 


HORN, Waseem. Worthing, Garveror July 31 at 12 
4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighto 

Jeane SD icncee Fordham. Cambridgeshire, 

Builder Aug i at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, 


Cambridge 
Knox, JOnN 1 her Broughton. Salford, Commis- 
sion Agent as = 8 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, 
Bridge st, Man 
JOSEPH, Gt a ony July 30 at 11 
Oft Ree, 3. Haven st, Gt Gri 
Liwis, MakTHA JANs, Penarth, Vatemovmsntiiiee, 
Grosse July 29 at 12 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 
Jar 


Mitts, CHARLES JaMgs, Moss Side, nr Manchester, 
Draper’s Assistant July 30 at 2.30 383, Oarey st. 
Lincoln’sinn 

Prior. Taomas Wottaghem, . Joiner July 29 at 11 
Off Rec, 8t Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Ruopss, CHRI TOPHER HERMAN, Friday st, Agent 
July 80at1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Taytos, THOMAS WILLIAM, Huddersfield, out of 
business Aug 1 at 3 ‘Haigh & Son, "New st, 

uddersfield 
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Waastarr, ARTHUR. Bognor, Butcher July 29 at 12 
Royal Norfolk Hotel, Bognor 

WAISTNADGE, RIcHARD, Great Grimsby, Waggon 
Inspector July 30 at 11.80 Off Rec, 3, Haven-st, 
Great Grimsby 

WsicH, HENRY, Waddesien, Buckinghamshire, 
Baker Aug il at 10.45 25, Walton 85, Ayles- 


ary 
{LLIAMS. CHARLES HENRY, Sutton Coldfield, War- 
wickshire,Grocer July 31 at 11 25, Colmore row, 
Birmingham 
WiLLOUGHBY, WiLLIAM, Bradford.Grocer July 30 
atii Off Rec, 31, Manor-row, Bradford 
Wuson, THoMAas ARrTHUe, Attenborough, Notting- 
tamshire, Lace Saleaman July 29ati2 Off Rec, 
8t Peter’s Church walk, Nottisgham 


ADJUDIOCATIONS. 


BaTES, EDWIN, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Saddler High 
Court. Pet July14 Ord July 19 

BRooKs, JOHN, Milford. nr Stafford, Builder Staf- 
ford Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

BROOKSBANE, ALBERT, Shipley, Yorkshire, Yardman 
Bradf»rd Pet July 16 Ord July 17 

Eimer, GEORGE RicHasd, Chelmsford, Butcher 
Chelmsford Pet July9 Ord July 16 

Fisk. JOSEPH, Middleton, Suffolk, Bricklayer Great 
Yarmouth Pet Jaly 14 Ord July 17 

GOLDBERG, Louis, Leeds, Slipper Maker Lecds Pet 
July 16 Ord July 16 

Hatron, J. 8., Duke st, Piccadilly, no occupation 
High Court Pet May 22 Ord July 18 

HAWKES, HENRY JAMES, Royal Leamington Spa, 
Warwickshire, Tobacconist Warwick Pet June 
6 Ord Juve 14 

HeGarTy, RIcHARD DomInicK, Seething lane, Pro- 
ae Aes High Court Pet June 28 Ord 

uly 1 

HELMORE, FREDERICK GEORGE, Grafton st, Sur- 
veyor High Court Pet July14 Ord July 18 

J8FFERY, RICHARD, Cheltenham, Grocer Gloucester 
Pet July 9 Ord July 17 

JoHNSON, Francis, Fordham, Cambridgeshire, 
Builder Cambridge Pet July18 Ord July 18 

Morris, Hanky, Dudley, Builcer Dudley Pet July 

8 Ord July 17 








NUTTING, WiItLtaM, Lavender hill, Battersea, Corn 


Perchant Wandsworth Pet July 11 Ord 

uly 17 

Parker; J. MEttLoR, Liverpool. Cotton Broker. 
Liverpool Pet Aprili0 Ord July 17 


PICKWORTH, JAMES, 
Jeweller High Court Pet July i6 Ord 
REYNOLDS, JAMES, e-7: Surrey, Builder Croy- 
don Pet June30 Ord July 18 
RIcHARDS, JOSIAH PHILLIPS. Melbourne grove, East 
Dalwich, Accountant High Ovurt Pet July 17 
Ord July 17 
Sart, CHARLES, West Hartlepool, Steamship Owner 
Suoderland Pet Junei16 Ord July 18 
SINCLAIR, CHARLES TRERY, and DUNCAN SYDNEY 
Srnciair, Foley st, Langham st, Licensed Vic- 
tuallers High Court Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
STRINGER, David, Annette rd, Holloway, Provision 
Dealer High Court PetJuly9 Ord July 18 
StrinesR, EMILY, Deansgate, Manchester Licsnsed 
Victualler Manchester Pet May22 Ord July i9 
TomsBtin, Joun, Kilbourne, Derbyauire, Innkeeper 
Derby PetJuly3 Ord July 18 
Tuck, W H, Cathca't rd, West Bromptoa Hizh 
Court Pet Aprilié Ord July 19 
TUNNARD, JOHN, Leods, out of business Le2ds Pat 
July 19 Ord July 19 
The followieg amendei notices are subs'ituted for 
those published ia the L »ndon Gazstte, May 16. 
Dickin, GeorGe Paice, Salop, Farmer Wrexham 
Pet Apr3 Ord May 18 
Dickin, THoMAS BENJAMIN, Salop, Farmer Wrex- 
ham PetApr3 Ord May 13 





SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
July 29.—Wessrs Furber, Price, & FuRBER, at the 
Mart, E.C., at 2 o’clock, a Permanent Rent-charge 
(see advertisement, July 12, p. 631). 


July 30.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovusFI&LD, at the 
art. E.C., at 2 o’clock. Absolute Reversion and 


Freehold Investments (see aivertisement, this | 


week, p. 668), 


Hargrave Park rd. Highgate, 


| The. Subscription to the Soutorrors’ JOURNAL is 
—Town, 26s.; “Country, 28s.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 52s. Payment in advance 
| ‘tnelude Double Numbers and Postage. Sub- 
| seribers can have their Volwmes bound at the 
|  office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 
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| 
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| All letters intended for publication in the 
“Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 
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Immediately adjoining Lyndhurst, and commanding 
the finest views in the New Forest.—A valuable 
Freehold Residential and Building Property, con- 

about 12¢ acres, with poss: ssion on comple- 
tion of the purchase. 


ESSRS. DRIVER & OO. will SELL by 
AUCTION, at the M4RT, Tokenhouse-yard, 
Lothbury, on THURSDAY. 7th AUGUST, at TWO 
o'clock lv. in one Lot, the NORTHERWOOD 
PARK ‘ATE, comprisiog an attractive and very 
commodious mansion (recently in the occupation of 
the Ear! of ay Steg e :mprising entrance 
and inner halls, dining room, library, morning room, 
and study, a magnificent suite of two drawing rooms 
open: to saloon or ball room, with stag-headed 
staircase to lofty conservatory, 80 bed and dressing 
rooms, and ample domestic offices, standing on high 
ground. occupying a a position, overlooking its 
-tim park and the picturesque church at 
Lyndhurst, thence over the New Forest to the 
Sulent, with the coast line of the Is'e of Wight in 
the distance, thus Po view not surpassed in 
the South of England. e pleasure grounds are 
most , and are dreseed with specimen 
conifers and other trees, banks of rhododendrons, 
acd other flowering shrubs. There are extensive 
kitchen and vegetable gardens and glasshouses. 
There is stabling for 30 horses, with carriage-houses, 
&c. Hunting can be enjoyed for eight months in 
the New Forest. This estate p ssesses extensive 
frontages to mean Sagan and with the assistance 
of some interior r a considerable portion thereof 
could be developed for building without injuring the 
mansion for residential enjoyment. There has beea 
of years and is now a great demand around 
Lyndhurst for residential sites for good houses, 
ponsequently, an excellent opportunity now presents 
tself to the building investor to supply this increas- 
ing deman The mansion is well adapted for a 
first-rate hotel and health resort; the latter being 
much needed in this very special and forestl neigh- 
bourhood for tke accommodation of the many- 
—” and others frequenting this charming dis- 
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Particulars of Messrs. Nicholl, Manisty, Nicholl, & 
Fletcher, Solicitors, 1, Howard-street, Strand; of 
Mesers. Rawlence & uarry, 22, Great George-street, 
Westminster, and bury ; and of Messrs. Driver 
& Oo., 4, Whitehall, London. 





Mundesley-on-Sea. Weymouth, Sidcup, and Cromer. 
—Frechold Building Plots.—Purchase-money pay- 
able by instalments. Free conveyances. No la 


ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL by 
AUCTION the following choice FREEHOLD 
BUILDING P at no? reserves. A 
Hmited number of free return railway tickets are 
issued to intending purchasers for all these sales, 
and luncheons provided at the places of sale, 


MUNDESLEY-ON-SEA, Norfolk.—In a Marquee 
on the estate, on Wednesday, Aug. 6, 160 Plots, 
the second portion of the Cliftonville Estate, adjoin- 
ing the picturesque old world village of Mundesley, 
poseeune, grand sea and land views —Vendor’s 
licitor, J. 8. Empson, Esq., North Walsham. 


WEYMOUTH.-In a Marquee on the estate, on 
Monday, Aug. 11, at Two for Three precisely, 
in numerous Lots, by direction of Sir Frederic 
Johnstone, Bart , the first portion of the Johnstone 
state, comprising about 159 plots of Freehold 
Building Land, most eligibly situate adjoining the 
town of Weymouth, copeute Weymouth College, 
near 8t, John’s Church, Greenhill-gardens, the 
Esplanade, and the beach. The plots now offered are 
on the main Dorchester-road, lying high, command- 
ing magnificent sea and land v ews, and offering un- 
usually fine sites for detached and semi-detached 

.—Vendor’s Solicitor, H. 8. Sherry, Eeq, 4, 
Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.O. 


SIDCUP, Kent.—At the Black Horse Hotel, Sid- 
on on Monday, Aug. 18, at Two for Three, 103 plots 
of Freehold Building Land, including several shop 

being the second portion of the Longlends 
k Estate, situate three mioutes from Sidcup 
Station, and adjoining the town. The plot fronts on 
the main Maidstone-road and other well-made roads, 
and are unusually well adapted for medium-sized 
residences and shops.—Vendor’s Solicitors, Messrs. 
Bannister, , & Ram, 13, John-street, Bed- 
ford-row, W.C. 


OROMER, Norfolk.—In a Marquee on the estate, 
on bh = A Sept. 3, at Two for Three, 1C0 plots of 
Freehold Building Land, being a portion of the 
Oromer Hall Estate, on ths summit of a bold cliff, 
adjoiaing the railway station, commanding grand 
sea and land views, offering choice sites for marine 
residences. — Vendors’ Solicitors, Messrs Parker, 
Gernett, & Parker, St, Michacl’s Rectory, Cornhill, 


Particulars may be had of the respective Solicitora, 
re of the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria-atreet, 

















TIMSON’S LIST of PROPERTIES for 
SALE for the present month contains 2,000 invest 
ments and can be hadfree. Particulars inserted without 
It is the recognized medium for selling or pur 

oy oe A private contract.—Mr, Srrmsor, 

» or and Valuer, 2, New Kent-road, 8,E. 





By order of Mortgagees.—Absolute Reversion. 


ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 
will SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, 
NEXT, JULY 30, atT WO o’clock, the Absolute Rever- 
sion, receivable on the death of a widow, aged 66, toa 
moiety of a Fund invested in £2,110 London and 
North-Western Railway Ordinary Stock, £240 Lan- 
caster and Yorks Railway 6 per cent. Preference, 
£1,000 London and South-Western Railway Ordinary 
Stock, and £124 2s, 84. on Mortgage and Cash. 
Particulars at the Mart ; of Messrs. Down, Scott, 
& Down. Solicitors, Dorking, Surrey ; and of Messrs. 
ee Fox & Bousfield, 99, Gresham-street, Bank, 





By order of the Rnenioge of the late Thomas Lett, 
eq. 


Dulwich House, a fine Freehold Buildiag Estate of 
18 acres of beautifully-timbere1 land, with front- 
ages of 1,300ft to Half Moon-lane and Red Post- 
hill, with vacant possession, for immediate 
development, 

HALF MOON-LANB. 

Woodbury and Teynham House, in Separate Lots. 
—Two Freehold detachei Villas and gardens, let 
at rents amounting to £125 per annum. 

HERNE-HILL. 

Carlton House, Frankfurt Villa, and Home Lodge, in 
one lot.—Three Freehold dences, with exten 
sive gardens and paddocks 12 acres in extent. 
Leased until 1916, at £257 per annum, and worth 
£700 per annum, 

HERNE-HILL. 

Elfindale Lodge —In One Lot.—A Freehold Family 
Residence and besutifully-shrubbed and timbered 
grounds Leased until 1900, at £105 per annum, but 
worth £300 per annum. 


HERNE-HILL,. 


Cedar House.—In One Lot.—A Freehold Residence. 
with beau gardens and park-like d 


HAMMERSMITH. 4 


Long Leasehold Investments, comprising six bric 
built residences, Nos. 39, 41, 43, 45, 47, and 4% 
Tabor-road, Bradmore-park east, Hammersmi 

in close proximity to four railway stations. He 

for long terms, ’, separate leases, at moderate 
ground-rents, and let to produce a gross income of 

£202. 16s, per annum. 1 


Me WALTER KNIGAT will submit to 

AUCTION. at the MART, Tokenhouse- yard, 
E.C.,on MONDAY, JULY 28th. 1890, at ONE o’clocg 
precisely, the above INVESTMENTS, in One Lot, 
but if not sold, then in Six Lots. 3 

Particulars and conditions of sale of Mezsrs. Nash, 
Field, & Withers, Solicitors, 12, Queen-street, 
Cheapside, E.C. ; at the Mart ; and of the Auctioneer, 
i¢4, Great Russell-street, Bloomsbury, W.C. 


GRAY’S INN, W.C. 
By, direction of the Executors of the late John” 
omilly, aaa noes Leasehold Investments, 
atising out of Suites of well-let Chambers in Ray- 
mond-buildings and Gray’s-iun-equare. 


ESSRS. WHITE, BERRY, & TAYLOR? 
will SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, 

Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on FRIDAY, AUGUST 8 
1890, at ONE o’clock, in 3 Lots (unless previous! 
Gieposed of), desirable LEASEHOLD INVEST<~' 
MENTS ar out of Profit Rentals secured on$ 
Suites of Chambers. situate on the south side of the 
Ground and First Floors of No. 5, Raymond-build. 
iugs. and on the west side of the Second Floor of No, 
7, Gray’s-inn-square, Gray’s-inn, W.C. Held by” 
separate leases direct from the Hon. Society 
Gray’s-inn for terms varying from 214 to 374 years at © 
moderate rentals, and let to excellent tenants at ™ 
rents amounting together to £225 per annum, subj ect” 
to the usual outgoings common to the Inn. x 


Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained | 
of Messrs. Wing & Du Cane, Solicitors, 1, Gray’s-7 
inn-square, W.C.; at the Mart; and at the Auction. ~ 
eers’ Offices, 1, Halkin-street, Grosyenor-place, and 
50, Sloane-street, S.W. 








WS 0 
nearly nine acres, Leased until 1916, at £150 per 
annum, but worth £250 per annum. 

HERNE-HILL. 
No. 15.—In One Lot.—A Freehold old-fashioned 
Residence, with wel!l-grown garden. Leased at £145 
per annum. Possession at Lady Day, 1891. 


HERNE-HILL, 


Belle-vue.—In One Lot.—A Freehold detached Family 
Residence, with beautiful grounds of nearly two 
acres, Leased until 1912 at £190 per annum, 


HERNE-HILL. 


Freehold Ground-rent of £151*s. per annum, secured 
upon a piece of garden, forming part of the 
grounds of Casino Lodge, with a frontage of 219 ft., 
and an erza of a quarter of az acre. 


N ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 

beg to announce that the particulars of 
the above PROPERTY, for SALE, at the MART, 
on WEDN@SDAY NEXT, JULY 30, at £WO, 
may be obtained of Messrs. Marchant & Benwell, 
Solicitors, 8, Coerge- ran’ Lombard street, EC ; of 
Arthur Lett, ted» rebitect and Sutveyor, Bond- 
court House, Walbrook; and of Messis. Edwin Fox 
& Bousfield, 99, Gresham-street, Bank, E.O. 


SALES BY AUOTION FOR THE YEAR 1890. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON: 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to an- 
nounce that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, 
Investments, Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, 
Business Premises, Building Land, Ground- Rents, 
Advowsons, Reversions, Stocks, Shares, and other 
Properties will be held at the AUCTION MART, 
Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of England, in the 
City of London, as follows :— 


Tues, July 29 Tues, Aug 19 

Tues, Aug 5 Tues, Aug 26 

Tues, Aug 12 Tues, Oct7 
Tues, Oct 21 


Auctions can also be held on other days, in town 
or country, by arrangement. Messrs. Deben- 
ham, Tewson, Farmer, & Bridgewater undertake 
Sales and Valuations for Probate and other par- 

oses, of Furniture, Pictures, Farming Stock, 

imber, Growing Crops, &c. Detailed Lists of In- 
vestments, Estates, Sporting Quarters, Residences, 
Shops, and Business ises to be Let or Sold b 
private contract are published on the Ist of eac 
month, and can be obtained of Messrs. Debenham, 
Tewson, Farmer, & Bridgewater, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, and Valuers, 80, Cheapside, London, E.C. 
Telephone No. 1,603, 


Tues, Nov 4 
Tues, Novi8 
Tues, Dec 9 








M ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST cf 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, ia 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 
£.0., or will be sent by post in return for two stamps.— 
Particulars for insertica should be received not later than 
our days previous to the eud of the preceding month, 








ELL-SECURED FREEHOLD? 
GROUND-RENTS amounting to £329 per” 

annum, to be Sold by order of Trustees. Full par- 
ticulars of Messrs. Humbert, Son, & FLINT, 11,” 
Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. : 


BLOOMSBURY -SQUARE.—Uni uely At- 

tractive RESIDENCE for SALE—Bedford ~ 
lease, about 50 years unexpired, at £60 per annum, © 
The house is situate on the east side of the square, 
contains six bed and dressing-rooms, bath-room, ~ 
&c, with hot and cold water, expensively fitted; ~ 
good dining and breakfast rooms, fine billiard-room, 
very large handsome drawing-room, with a magnifi- 
cent wioter garden aud aviary leading therefrom, 
with fountain and wai arrangements; the 
domestic and other offices are ampleand convenient; — 
the present owner has occupied the house for the 
last 14 years, and spared no trouble or expense in 
carryiog out all that ingenuity and skill could suggest 
to make the house comfortable, attractive, and sani- 
pee perfect. Exceptional op —— for anyones © 
seeking a central, private, or private and professional 
residence combined, Oan bs viewed between 11 a m. 
avd 6 pm. ‘ 

For order to view apply to Mr. Cookman, 63, Chan- 
cery-lane, W.C. 


R. B. A. REEVES, LAND AGENT and 
SURVEYOR, LONSDALE CHAMBERS, 27 
CHANUERY LANE, is prepared to conduct Sales of 
Freehold and L hold Properties by Auction on 
Moderate terms .The Management of Property and 
Collection of Rents undartaken. 


INCOLN’S INN FIELD3.—Chambers or 
4 Offices, at 63, ia well-lighted, 
sanitary building; strong rooms, lift, 
pa es, sp:aking tubes, | porter, and resideat 
ousekeeper, 


INCOLN'S INN FIELDS.—To be Let, 

a Light Spacious Ground Floor Office, large 

enough for division into two rooms; rent £70 pec 

annum.—Apply to Messrs. DowsErT & Oo,, 3, Lin- 
coln’e-inn-fields, 


WM 2888s. JOHNSON & DYMOND veg 

to announce that their Sales by Auction of 
Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 
&c.,are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 
and Fridays. 

The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, 
and others is particularly called to this rsady means 
or oe disposal of Property of deceased and other 
clients, 

In uence of the uency of their sales 
Messrs. J. rs D. are enabled to include large or small 
quantities at short notice (if required). ; 

Sales of Furniture held at Pate houses, 

Valuations for Probate or Transfer. Terms on ap- 
plication to the City Auction Rooms (established 
1793), 88 and 89, Gracechurch-street, E.0. 

M ond beg } notify that 


Sales of Wearin ece 

Household and Office Furniture, Garpets, 

ding, &c., are held on each day of the week 
Saturday excepted), 
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